WILLIE'S 
CON-TRICK 


Tories try to cash in 

on asylum-seeker 

_ Crisis — despite their - 
own lamentable record 
on immigration control 


SEE ‘WHAT 
WE THINK’ 
(Page two) 


Willie tries to con the voters 


The mayoral and GLA elections in London 
started out as a mutual grovelling competition 
in which the main candidates were falling over 
each other to tout for the minority vote (both 
ethnic and sexual), and this was the focus of 
John Tyndall’s article in Spearhead last month. 
Since then, as if by some blinding flash of 
revelation, it has suddenly dawned on the 
Tories that there are still an awful lot of 
heterosexually minded, family-oriented, white 
British voters in the capital — just as there are 
in other areas where local government elect- 
ions are taking place on May 4th. Probably 
William Hague’s spin-doctors said to their 
leader: ‘‘Look, Willie, it doesn’t look as if 
you're going to get very far going after the 
ethnic and ‘gay’ vote; Ken Livingstone and 
Frank Dobson are well ahead of you in these 
stakes. Why not make a pitch for the ordinary 
Brits — you know, the Alf Garnetts and racists 
whom we usually prefer to ignore but occas- 
ionally have to listen to, however reluct- 
antly?”’ 


Watiovarist Comnrent 


A sight British 
people are 
heartily sick 
of: a woman 
asylum seeker 
begs in the 
streets — as 
usual with 
child to solicit 
sympathy. 
Willie Hague, 
whose party 
has done 
nothing to stem 
the flood, is 
now trying to 
cash in on 
public anger to 
boost the Tory 
vote in the 
coming elect- 
ions. 


Of course, we do not have flies on the wall 
at Central Office during these discussions, but 
it looks as if something like this reasoning has 
influenced Willie’s recent pronouncements. Of 
late he has been ‘talking tough’ on the refugee 
issue, even going so far as to call for the 
refugees being detained in disused barracks 
while their asylum bids are being decided. 

At the same time, Willie has been taking 
care not to offend the chattering classes too 
much. While denouncing bogus asylum 
seekers, he has stressed that genuine ones 
“‘must always be welcome in Britain.”’ 


This twaddle was well answered by Bruce 
Anderson, writing in The Spectator of the 15th 
April. Said Anderson:- 


**... If we took Mr. Hague’s words literally, 
and accepted the liabilities which they would 
place us under, there would be no further 
possibility of restraint, whatever the national 
interest. ‘Genuine refugees’: that could apply 
to most of the population of Africa, and much 
of the population of Asia. A_billion-plus 
Chinese; each one of them would only have 
to develop a taste for democracy to acquire a 
well-grounded fear of persecution on political 
grounds. What if there is a nuclear exchange 
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between India and Pakistan? That is a real 
danger... That could mean another billion or 
so who could qualify as genuine refugees.”’ 


It is difficult to imagine that even a polit- 
ician with the limited horizons of William 
Hague does not understand this, but such is the 
apparent need, in the insane climate of our 
times, for politicians to face two ways at once 
that Willie feels he must make such noises. 
After all, what if the media crucified him as a 
‘racist’? 

As it is, the dripping wets in his own party 
have taken objection even to the wishy-washy 
stance Hague has taken on the refugee issue. 
In The Times of the 22nd April it was reported 
that:- 


“William Hague faced open revolt last night 
from senior Tories who warned him that his 
‘exploitation’ of public concerns over asylum- 
seekers threatened to ‘‘unleash dangerous 
forces in society.” 


It would seem that by ‘dangerous forces’ 
Willie’s party colleagues mean simply those 
forces of national self-preservation that have 
lain mainly dormant in the British populace for 
a long time but are now coming to the surface 
after the people’s patience has been tried 
beyond endurance by the pathetic inability of 


the leaders of both Labour and Tory parties to 
defend the frontiers. 

As our own contribution to this debate, let 
us reiterate what we have said before repeat- 
edly in Spearhead: Britain has no obligation 
whatever to take in immigrants of any kind — 
other than those of British race to whom this is 
the ancestral homeland (such as possible 
refugees from the barbarism now rampant in 
former Rhodesia). If, in addition, we take in 
other people, it should be by our own selective 
choice, governed by our own interests — and 
that very simply means people of the kind who 
can integrate harmoniously into British society 
and enhance, rather than damage, our national 
gene pool. 

If William Hague were a statesman, instead 
of just another politician, the stance he would 
take on the present asylum-seeker crisis would 
be based on those principles. As it is, what he 
has been recently saying on the subject 
amounts to no more than cheap opportunism, 
and should be treated with derision. 


A nice thought 


REPORT 


*“‘At an emergency meeting of the United 
Nations yesterday it was. resolved that the 
international community could no longer stand 
by and watch the brutal and vicious ethnic 
cleansing now taking place in Zimbabwe, and 
that the time for action had now come. Just 
as UN intervention had been wholly justified 
and necessary to stop the ethnic cleansing by 
the Serbs against Albanians in Kosovo, so it 
was resolved that, again, there would have to 
be intervention to stop the bloodshed in 
Zimbabwe, where white farmers and their 
families were being subjected to a reign of 
terror by Africans, apparently backed up by 
their gangster president. 

“Tt was almost unanimously agreed that the 
Zimbabwean dictator Robert Mugabe was a 
brutal tyrant no different to Slobodan Milos- 
evic. As with Milosevic, it was no good 
trying to make Mugabe see reason. Only 
force would suffice to bring him to heel. 
“‘Accordingly, a powerful international task 
force has been put on the ready to carry out 
a series of bombing raids on Harare and other 
Zimbabwean towns. It is hoped that these will 
bring the Zimbabwean dictator to his senses, 
but should they not do so the NATO allies 
will be ready to send land forces in by way 
of massed paratroop drops. 

“Prime Minister Tony Blair declared last 
night that he was wholly in support of milit- 
ary action and would be ready to contribute 
British forces to the operation. Neither racist 
dictators nor ethnic cleansing, Mr. Blair said, 
could be tolerated. Although the Government 
would neither confirm nor deny it, it is 
believed that ministers are discussing the 
sending in of a special élite SAS unit to 
capture Mr. Mugabe in order to put him on 
trial as a war criminal.”’ 


The above, of course, is fiction. No such 
report has been made and no such meeting of 
the UN has taken place nor any use of a 


on 


NATO task force against Robert Mugabe even 
been contemplated. Might such things happen 
in the future? Somehow we have the feeling 
that we will be waiting along time for them to 


do so! 


A matter of flags 


From all accounts, the two Leeds United 
supporters who got stabbed to death during a 
series of skirmishes in Istanbul between Leeds 
fans and those of the Turkish soccer team 
Galatasaray were not hooligans but just decent 
men who happened to be in the wrong place at 
the wrong time. 

As so often happens, those responsible for 
the trouble did not become its victims. It looks 
as if Turkish fans were enraged when a Leeds 
contingent emerged from a bar much the 
worse for drink and determined to provoke the 
opposition. According to witnesses, one such 
fan insulted the Turkish flag. One version of 
the story was that it was urinated upon, 
another that it was used by one of the fans to 
wipe his backside. Thereupon some of the 
Turks, very proud of their flag, became 
enraged and attacked the Brits. 

This story, if correct, should cause no 
surprise. Leeds football supporters have grown 
up in a cultural climate in which national flags 
are objects only for ridicule. In Britain, the 
Union Jack theme is used on women’s bras 
and panties, men’s underwear and just about 
anywhere else where it might cause a giggle. 
By contrast, in the United States it is a federal 
offence to display the Stars and Stripes in any 
situation where its dignity might be under- 
mined. The Americans are of course right. 
Visitors to the USA might feel that the national 
flag there is at times a little over-used, but that 
is far preferable to the way things are in 
Britain, where people are encouraged to treat 
it with contempt. Of course, British football 
supporters, used to doing this with their own 
flag, are unlikely to appreciate that other 
nations, perhaps, may think and behave diff- 
erently over theirs. 

This, of course, does not excuse the killings 
in Istanbul. But it might go some way towards 
explaining them. 


Breeding at the wrong end 


Britain’s best women are simply not repro- 
ducing. This was the message of an article by 
Melanie McDonagh in the Daily Mail on the 
28th March. Said the writer:- 


“In the 160 years of marriage records, there 
have never been so few marriages as now. 
One in four women now aged 27 will be 
childless at the age of 45. 

‘And the women who are staying childless 
are the graduates, the professionals, the 
women who ought to be able to make a good 
go of rearing and educating a family... 
‘‘Meanwhile, the women who are getting on 
with procreation are the ones who, on the 
face of it, are least able to support a family 


the month’s news 


— teenage, single, poorly educated, for 
whom babies are a route to status and self- 
esteem.”’ 


Miss McDonagh went on to quote another 
writer on the subject, Patricia Morgan, as 
saying of this trend that:- 

“‘T think it must have an effect on the popu- 

lation if more intelligent women are not 

having children or having them in smaller 
numbers.” 


Both these writers were in fact only high- 
lighting a national tendency that for some time 
has been well established and should be well 
known. The extraordinary thing about it is that 
it is consigned to the remote fringes of national 
debate and barely ever talked about by political 
leaders, whereas it should in fact be regarded 
as an issue of major importance, which should 
be exercising the conscience of the whole 
nation. Is it not a potential catastrophe of 
extreme magnitude that the British population 
is becoming inferior in quality by the year? 
And should not all the nation’s resources be 
mobilised to reverse this? 

But why should politicians care? The 
dumber the population, the easier it is to buy 
its votes! 


Where things are done better 


Volumes have been written in the press 
about the atrocious sentence of life impris- 
onment imposed on Norfolk farmer Tony 
Martin for shooting dead a criminal caught in 
the process of attempting to burgle his home. 
It is difficult for us to add much to what has 
already been said. It is worthwhile, however, 
drawing attention to an article by Mark Steyn 
in the Sunday Telegraph of April 23rd, in 
which the writer, based in New Hampshire, 
USA, underlined the difference between 
American and British attitudes to the rights of 
citizens to protect their property. 

Throughout most of the United States it is 
accepted that police do not have the manpower 
or resources to be everywhere where crimes 
might be committed, and that therefore the 
law-abiding citizen needs to be empowered to 
do his own policing where necessary. 

In two-thirds of American states, people are 
allowed to carry concealed handguns ‘virtually 
anywhere’, Mr. Steyn said, and he spotlighted 
an incident in Dallas, Texas, where a man 
found an intruder on his property late one 
night in the act of stealing his car. He calmly 
shot him in the head (the man later died in 
hospital). The police, far from charging the 
property-owner, commiserated with him. That, 
said the writer, may be why Texas has a lower 
crime rate than the United Kingdom.”’ In 
addition, he said, ‘‘robbery, séx crimes and 
violence against the person are higher in 
England and Wales than in the US; property 
crime is twice as high; the British are 2.3 
times more likely than Americans to be 
assaulted. 

Tony Blair, please note. 
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The old 

folk? “Just 
a bunch of 
racists!” 


|LABOUR SPIN-DOCTORS  _\_—_ [——— 
SHOW CYNICAL CONTEMPT WANDELSON 


| FOR BRITAIN’S OVER Ghs | Snowmen 


In our back-page feature last month we drew uted his two-pennyworth to the discussion by 
attention to the pitiful pension increases saying that “no mileage’’ was to be had from 
recently given to the nation’s OAPs. Some pensioners. According to one witness present at 
indication as to the reason for this was given at the meeting: ‘’He said that we should be 
a recent Labour Party strategy meeting held at —_ targeting what he called aspirational voters.’’ 


the party’s Millbank headquarters and reported Said another: ‘‘Mandelson appeared to have 
| in the Sunday Times of the 16th April. written pensioners off as a group who were 
Certain people present at the meeting warned worth cultivating.”’ 
that the mere 75p rise would create a risk of According to the Sunday Times, ‘’A party 


Labour losing votes among the old folk. In reply, spokesman challenged this account of the 
some others were completely dismissive, indic- session and insisted that Labour would ‘chase 


ating that the OAP vote was not really worth every vote’. But another witness said: ‘’We 

bothering about compared with the importance __ were left with the impression that we should 

of the party wooing other groups. not bother with the pensioners, as those who 
According to the report, Clive Soley, chairman do not already vote Labour were not going to be 

of the parliamentary Labour Party, told the persuaded to do so.”’ 

meeting that pensioners were ‘predominantly The report went on to say: ‘’Ministers and 

Conservative and often racist.’’ Asked later MPs yesterday endorsed the Mandelson-Soley 


whether he had called OAPs ‘racist’, he did not message and one condemned pensioners as 
deny it, saying: ‘I might have done. Certainly being ‘like Alf Garnett’, the racist and react- 
some of them would be. | can produce letters ionary television character.”’ 

[from pensioners] that are deeply racist... Many Are the views of Soley and Mandelson repres- 
of the letters from pensioners would also com- _entative of the party’s general attitude? Its pitch 


plain about immigrants. They say: ‘You give in the London elections suggests they are. 

money to the refugees but not to me’.”’ Labour is going flat-out to court the ethnic- 
Peter Mandelson, a member of Labour’s minority and ‘gay’ vote while wholly ignoring 

general election planning committee, contrib- the views of native Whites, including OAPs. 
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hings they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


In the last 50 years we have not only lost 
our country, we have lost our people, at least 
in large centres of population; and most of all 
in London, transformed by mass immigration 
and the alien customs and manners it has 
brought, most significantly in the ever-growing 
barbarism of popular music and entertainment. 
In 50 years what was a largely homogeneous 
European Anglo-Celtic nation has been turned 
into what is officially called a ‘multi-racial 
society, a thing neither wanted nor asked for. 

What for left-liberal thinkers is a wonderful 
and admirable achievement has been brought 
about in the first place by exploiting the sense 
of decency, fair play and tolerance — things 
proverbially English — and secondly by propa- 
ganda, backed by law and education, making 
people ashamed and even frightened to ack- 
nowledge the most obvious differences 
between races. 

MICHAEL WHARTON (Peter Simple) 
The Spectator (1.4.00) 


Whenever I fall among sincere Blairite dis- 
ciples, as I did recently on a public platform 
which was specifically convened to discuss 
what use there might be in a modern defin- 
ition of ‘Britishness’, I am struck by how 
deeply they loathe the very idea of a specific- 
ally British identity. As far as they are 
concerned, it is nothing but a malign fiction 
created out of a shaming imperialist past, 
Victorian sentimentality and wartime propa- 
ganda. 

JANET DALEY 
Daily Telegraph (28.3.00) 


It is almost impossible to believe that this 
Blair Government — which constantly claims 
to hold the Armed Forces in high regard — 
has really decided to allow soldiers to sue their 
commanding officers if they are given orders 
which prove (with the comforting certainty of 
hindsight) to have been ‘wrong’. 

I can think of no decision which would do 
more to undermine the necessary self-con- 
fidence of junior officers and to damage 
morale and discipline in the Armed Forces. 

GEN. SIR PETER DE LA BILLIERE 
News Weekly (25.3.00) 


For all their high-minded talk of a humanit- 
arian mission to save Bosnia, Kosovo and the 
world, it seems to me that the primary motive 
behind many liberals’ new enthusiasm for 
intervention can be found closer to home. Like 
Saul, their first concern is with saving their 
own souls. 

By reducing complex foreign conflicts to 
fairytale struggles between good and evil, they 
put themselves on the side of the angels. At a 
time when few of the old certainties seem to 
hold at home, how comforting it is for the 
western conscience to rediscover such a clear 


sense of moral purpose ‘over there’. The 
crusading hacks are really using other people’s 
life-and-death conflicts as a therapy session 
through which to give their own lives more 
meaning... they are meddling in places such as 
the former Yugoslavia on an outreach pro- 
gramme designed to raise their own self- 
esteem. 
MICK HUME 
The Spectator (8.4.00) 


Individualism is the name for the process that 
turns one’s moral gaze from society to oneself. 
It makes ‘‘what suits me’’ overwhelmingly 
important, so that ‘‘what society expects of 
me’’ hardly matters. In cultural terms, its 
presence is above all through advertising, the 
creation and satisfaction of transient needs. 
The political name for individualism is liber- 
tarianism, which asks the rhetorical question: 
‘‘What right have you to tell me how to 
behave?’’ 

CLIFFORD LONGLEY 
Daily Telegraph (31.3.00) 


The sale of Rover is a national humiliation. 
We allowed ourselves to be rolled over by a 
group of cleverer men than we were able to 
muster. If our political institutions are 
throwing up so many nobodies, then there is 
something wrong with our political instit- 
utions. In the final analysis, I can’t blame little 
Steve [Trade & Industry Secretary Byers] for 
the fiasco. I blame the system that has thrown 
him up. 

STEWART STEVEN 
The Mail on Sunday (9.4.00) 


The campaign for the London mayoral 
election, which opened officially last week, 
looks set to be a ghastly carnival of political 
correctness. The main candidates, taking their 
lead from Ken Livingstone, are falling over 
each other to court the vote of ethnic minor- 
ities, Londoners of Irish descent, the gay rights 
lobby, and other interest groups. The prospect 
of a so-called ‘rainbow’ election, in which 
politicians haggle for the favour of minorities, 
is demeaning to candidates and voters alike. 

LEADER ARTICLE 
Sunday Telegraph (9.4.00) 

Almost anything said by politicians which 
includes the word ‘race’ will contain 80 per 
cent humbug and 20 per cent pure fear — fear 
of attack from the politically correct lobbies. 

The latest example is the row over asylum 
seekers. William Hague is indignantly accused 
by the Government of ‘playing the race card’. 

It is a grand and delicious irony that polit- 
ical correctness may lead the Government into 
the politically very incorrect course of handing 
the Tories votes on a plate... 


It is humbug to say the disquiet about the 
influx of illegal immigrants is not about ‘race’. 
No-one would care about an influx of white, 
English-speaking Anglo-Saxons. 

Hague contributes his own dollops of 
humbug. He lays emphasis on the financial 
costs. But in the general scheme of things the 
sums are not great... 

He also insists that genuine asylum seekers 
‘must always be welcome’. That is the mark 
of ‘a civilised society’. It is a fine sentiment 
but just think what it means... 

At what stage would Hague stop asserting 
that asylum seekers ‘must be welcome’? When 
a rush of persecuted Africans reached 50,000? 
Half a million? Two million? 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (14.4.00) 


My ignominious exit from Rhodesia was 
propelled as much by my fiercely-held liberal 
views as by the fear of a bullet in the head. I 
had become politically engaged at Natal Uni- 
versity in South Africa when Steve Biko was 
launching the radical Black Consciousness 
Movement and the political science lecturer 
Dr. Richard Turner was transforming a gener- 
ation of white students into anti-apartheid 
activists. I was reading Marx, Franz Fanon 
and the American black power writers 
Eldridge Cleaver and Angela Davis — all the 
usual agit-prop literature — and to such a 
committed white African lefty as I was, it’s no 
surprise that the Smith régime seemed almost 
as evil as John Vorster’s apartheid govern- 
ment down south. The idea of defending min- 
ority white rule... was distinctly unappealing, 
and I left Rhodesia vowing not to return until 
there was a black government in power. 

Last month I stood in African Unity Square 
(formerly Cecil Square, after Rhodesia’s 
founder, Cecil John Rhodes) in the centre of 
Harare and reflected on the folly of those 
youthful convictions. 

GRAHAM BOYNTON 
Sunday Telegraph (9.4.00) 


Powers do not have ethics, only interests, and 
Mr. Blair was right to insist on the need for 
good relations with Russia: there is no reason 
why we should be in conflict. Chechnya? 
What British interest is at stake in that 
benighted land. The Chechens are a proud, 
tenacious, truculent, lawless and brave race. It 
only remains for the rest of us to thank our 
destinies that we were neither born in Chech- 
nya, nor to fight against it. To paraphrase 
Bismarck: we may pray for the Chechens; we 
may not make them a priority in British 
foreign policy. 

BRUCE ANDERSON 

The Spectator (22.4.00) 
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MORE ABOUT BEING BRITISH 


JOHN TYNDALL 
examines a selection of 
popular nonsense about 

national identity 


IT SEEMS to be the silly season for 
defining who we are — but at least there is 
one good omen in the current debate about 
what ‘Britishness’ means: the press and TV 
would not be focusing on the subject in the 
way they are presently doing were they not 
sensitive to underlying currents of public 
concern that Britain’s national identity is 
under threat, as indeed it is. 

A few weeks ago we were treated to the 
unedifying public spectacle of a West Indian 
immigrant with the usual impeccable left-wing 
credentials taking us on a television tour of 
Britain in which, with the aid of numerous 
carefully picked ‘spokespeople’, he informed 
us that the country our parents knew was gone 
for ever and that we had better get used to it 
because there was nothing — absolutely 
nothing — we could do about it. This 
prompted an article in these columns in which 
I attempted to define what Britishness meant in 
a way our dusky tour guide and his co-partic- 
ipants in the programme totally failed to do. 

But the media will not allow the issue to go 
away. It emerged again in a feature in the 
Daily Mail on the 30th March entitled ‘True 
Brit’ in which, to use the paper’s words, it 
“asked six very different Britons how they 
define themselves.’’ 


Sri Lankan ‘Briton’ 

It was clear of course from the start how the 
Daily Mail defined them, for among these 
‘Britons’ were Shyama Perera, a Sri Lankan, 
who was given first call, and Mihir Bose, the 
Indian sports writer. Two out of six from the 
ethnic minorities is apparently that paper’s idea 
of a representative debate about our country 
and its identity. However, let Mrs. Perera 
have her say. She, she said, arrived in London 
in 1962 but held on to her Sri Lankan citizen- 
ship for 25 years until she went back to the 
Indian sub-continent on her honeymoon and 
noticed how no-one respected traffic lights and 
everyone wanted to barge in on everyone 
else’s conversation. This was the decider:- 

“IT couldn’t bear the chaos and intrusion, so 

I applied for my British passport. I’d always 

known that, spiritually, I’m British through 

.and through. 

‘Tt’s nothing to do with district nurses on 
bicycles or bobbies on the beat. It’s about 
Britishness as a state of being: an underlying 
temperance, a social tolerance. 
‘*You see it in the polite queues outside post 
offices and in banks when cashiers go to 
lunch at the busiest moment. London can 
come to a standstill while a lorry unloads 
scaffolding — not one driver will toot their 
horn.”’ 

This and other attractive features of human 
behaviour resolved Mrs. Perera that Britain 
was the best place to be. Very conveniently, 
however, she failed to address the question of 
why people, according to her own account, 
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The Daily Mail feature. Most of it was 
well off-beam. 


behave so differently in the Indian sub-con- 
tinent. Could it have anything to do with 
national character and temperament? That 
would seem to be a question fraught with 
danger because it might lead us to a discussion 
of that taboo subject — race. Mrs. Perera 
would of course repudiate this by saying that 
she, having integrated herself into a British 
environment, has acquired British habits and 
attitudes on such matters as queuing, and that 
therefore everyone else can do so. But national 
identity is not about how the odd individual 
thinks and behaves; it is about how people in 
the mass — the average — do so. A great 
many people of Afro-Caribbean origin have 
been brought up in the same British environ- 
ment as Mrs. Perera. Some _ individuals 
amongst them have adapted to that environ- 
ment and taken on British modes of behaviour 
but an uncomfortable number have not — as is 
easily demonstrable to anyone who cares to 
observe. 


Subject of the Crown 


Next in order to define being British was Sir 
Roy Strong. What made him British, he said, 
was being a subject of Her Majesty the Queen. 
What did that mean? Well, said Sir Roy, the 
Crown holds its diverse peoples in unity, one 
symbolised by a flag, the Union Jack. United 
we stand, divided we fall, and... 


ee 


. we’ve warded off every threatened 
invasion from without, including the might of 
Napoleon and Hitler.’’ 


But wait a minute! All the threatened 
invasions from without of which Sir Roy was 
speaking belong to ages before the huge influx 
of non-white races into Britain which began in 
the 1950s. Yes, at such times the country was 
united — precisely because its people had a 
sense of belonging together, of being a single 
national entity, albeit with some minor var- 
iations as between English, Scots, Welsh, etc., 
and variations among those tribal groups. The 
British broadly looked the same, thought the 
same, shared an overall common culture and 
felt a sense of common loyalty to one another. 
That enabled their armed forces, responsible 
for national defence, to feel and act as one — 
with London cockneys identifying themselves 
proudly with Scottish Highland and Yorkshire 
regiments and not infrequently serving in 
them. Within the British armed forces, as my 
own experience testifies, there was constant 
joking and leg-pulling between those of diff- 
erent regional backgounds, but nothing app- 
roaching the bitterly hostile ‘racism’ which 
now, apparently, causes deep divisions among 
serving men and women — on the frank ad- 
mission of the Ministry of Defence. 

Would Britain, in a future war, be united 
and able to stand, or divided and prone to fall, 
with armed forces made up of the chaotic 
ethnic mix of which it is now composed? And 
would British citizens on the Home Front be 
able to behave in the calm, stoical and comm- 
unity-oriented way they did at the time of the 
Blitz in the early 1940s? Perhaps Sir Roy 
prefers not to consider such uncomfortable 
questions. 


What is an invasion? 

But there was another glaring oversight in 
Sir Roy’s analysis — obvious except to the 
purblind ‘liberal’. He spoke of invasions being 
‘warded off’, but are the only invasions 
military ones? Is not any massive influx of 
foreign people over our borders, which 
portends huge and permanent changes in our 
national state of being, an invasion — quite 
regardless of whether it occurs by means of 
armed force or not? Elsewhere in this issue we 
shall focus on the threatened secession of the 
main part of America’s south western area due 
to the encroachment of Hispanic immigrants 
over the past three or four decades. Had the 
same process occurred by means of an armed 
attack by the army of Mexico and the annex- 
ation by that country of the south western 
states of the US, no-one would think of des- 
cribing it by any word other than invasion. Yet 
if these states are lost to the US by demo- 
graphic conquest and a subsequent political 
‘opting out’ by an Hispanic majority, the result 
would be no different. It seems futile to point 


out to the likes of Sir Roy Strong that the same 
rule would apply to Britain; even if areas 
conquered and colonised by non-British imm- 
igrants did not actually secede politically from 
the United Kingdom, but remained within it so 
that their people could continue to claim 
welfare benefits and other ‘rights’, they would 
cease to all intents and purposes to be British 
in the sense that we know the term. They 
would, in effect, have been invaded. 

Sir Roy went on to speak of the ‘rich 
cultural heritage’ which British people share, 
and alluded to Shakespeare, Oscar Wilde, 
Robert Burns and Dylan Thomas. He said that 
the British identity was one which he, as an 
Englishman, could share, not only with the 
Scots and the Welsh, ‘‘but others who have 
come to these shores, from Jews to Jam- 
aicans...”” 

Frankly, this is pure drivel. Whatever one’s 
individual preferences concerning writers like 
Wilde and Thomas, their works do belong to 
the authentic Anglo-Celtic-European cultural 
soil. But was Sir Roy seriously suggesting that 
there could ever have been a Jamaican Shake- 
speare — or for that matter a Jamaican Elgar, 
Turmer or Christopher Wren? If he is, why 
have such immortal geniuses never emerged 
from that or any other Caribbean environment 
— or from out of the hundreds of millions 
who populate Black Africa or the Indian sub- 
continent from which Mrs. Perera has come? 

Sir Roy concluded by speaking of his pride 
in his British identity, ‘‘an identity which it has 
taken centuries to forge and one which should 
not now be thrown away but rediscovered in 
all its pride of collective achievement.’’ 

Excellent sentiments! But where lies the 
danger of our identity now being thrown 
away? I suggest that it lies, not only in the 
political correctness of Tony Blair’s ‘Cool 
Britannia’ culture, but also in the vast changes 
in our population that are now taking place 
through immigration of peoples culturally a 
whole world removed from us, and from the 
prolific birth rate of those of them already 
here. Yes, Sir Roy, our identity has taken 
centuries to forge; and what has forged it has 
been the merging and development of closely 
related North European peoples with only very 
minor ethnic variations between them. This 
identity will most surely be thrown away 
through similar merging between the native 
British and the mostly alien newcomers of the 
post-1945 period — just as prize dairy stocks 
will be destroyed by the interbreeding of them 
with stocks of wholly different origins and 
type. These truths are elementary to any 
farmer, and neglect of them would soon lead 
to ruin, but apparently when it comes to 
applying them to human species the subject is 
unfit even for decent discussion! 


Life in the country 


To Val Hennessy, another contributer, ‘‘the 
essence of Britishness is found where I live, in 
tural Britain.’’ Miss Hennessy went on to 
speak of... 


““Woods carpeted with bluebells, ringing with 
birdsong... you can’t beat the beauty of our 
countryside, a pair of wellies, a pub lunch 
and walking the dog in a land of people who 
love dogs. 


And there was more of the same: ancient 
churches; National Trust gardens; village 
Stores; cream teas; coffee mornings; the 
singing of Handel’s Messiah. Miss Hennessy 
expressed her infuriation that in Blair’s Britain 
these things were scarcely understood, and I, 
for one, would not argue with her on that 
point. 

But how do these images come to be 
regarded as intrinsic to Britain? Apart from the 
natural beauty of the countryside — which 
many nations, and indeed races, can claim of 
their native habitats — they are products of our 
own traditions and culture, which stem in turn 
from the type of people we are. Those who 
note with satisfaction that the British love dogs 
Ought to go and see how dogs are treated in, 
for instance, India. Ancient churches? Yes, 
well, one will find churches of great beauty 
over most of Europe, though the beauty is 
often of a different kind. But what of Africa or 
the West Indies? Any churches of similar 
quality to be found in such places are certain 
to have been designed, and their construction 
overseen, by Whites. National Trust gardens? 
Another art form in which we British are 
unexcelled. Again, beautiful gardens may also 
be found in Continental Europe and lands 
overseas colonised and built up by Europeans. 
But where, except when created by white 
expatriates, are they to be found in the lands 
from which most recent migrants have come? 
Handel? Well, he was German but nonetheless 
European. Is there a West Indian Handel, or 
an Asian one? If so, I have yet to hear of him! 

And if the red guards of multi-culturalism 
and multi-racialism have their way, Miss 
Hennessy may not for very much longer be 
hearing the Messiah in her village hall but may 
find that it has been replaced by gangsta rap, 
or some such ‘new British’ musical idiom. I 
suspect that already that stirring sound can be 
heard across the local garden hedges by means 
of walkmans or in the pubs in response to the 
debased demand of the growing legions of 
morons who patronise such ports of call. 


Inventors of cricket 


Mihir Bose, by his own account, came to 
Britain as a young student. After his studies he 
had three choices: he could have gone to 
America, returned to India or stayed here. ‘‘I 
chose to stay here,’’ he affirmed, ‘‘and have 
never regretted it.”’ 

That I would not doubt. A return to his 
homeland would not have been likely to 
enhance Mr. Bose’s pay packet and living 
standards, so it was a case of Britain or the 
United States. Maybe his fondness for cricket 
tuled out the latter country. Anyway, Mr. 
Bose was very proud of being British, he said. 
But his pride was not in the great wars the 
country has won, or ‘‘the nationalism that can 


so often turn to jingoism and violence.’’ It is, 
he said, ‘‘in the cultural and scientific riches of 
this country and its sheer humanity.’’ 

All this deserves a little closer analysis. 
Pride in victorious wars cannot, to any 
intelligent person, go to make up the be-all and 
end-all of patriotism and a sense of national 
identity; but in the case of a country like 
Britain at least, it should form quite an 
important part. An element of our self-respect 
demands that when our courage has been put 
to the supreme test it has not been found 
wanting. Only the bully goes looking for war 
as an end in itself, but history demonstrates 
that armed struggle is a recurring feature of 
the lives of most nations, and it is no more 
than human to gain satisfaction from struggles 
in which we or our ancestors have performed 
well. 

But of course, quite regardless of arguments 
as to how important military prowess is in the 
folklore of any nation, British military prowess 
and achievement are not part of Mr. Bose’s 
folklore, no matter how he may protest to the 
contrary. That he should seek patriotic inspir- 
ation in the martial deeds of his own forebears, 
whatever they may be, would be understand- 
able. But one can hardly expect him to gain 
any such inspiration from those of our fore- 
bears — especially when some of them were at 
the expense of his. 

As for cultural and scientific riches, those of 
Britain may indeed by admired by the likes of 
Mr. Bose, but I find it difficult to see how he 
can be proud of them. I might as well settle 
among Australian Aborigines and proclaim that 
I am proud of their having invented the boom- 
erang! It all gets us nowhere in defining 
national identity. 


Flattery 


Sheer humanity? It is at this point that we 
have to be careful, for what is happening is 
that we are being flattered. Native Britons, I 
am afraid to say, have an almost fatal 
weakness for this kind of compliment. It adds 
to our ‘feel-good’ reserves just when we are 
most in need of them. Mrs. Perera knows that 
too, as she has demonstrated in her talk of ‘‘an 
underlying temperance, a social tolerance.’’ It 
is of course vital to those from outside who 
want our gates to remain open to them that 
Britons should be laid-back as to who comes 
through the gates. Of such a laid-back attitude 
all sorts of descriptions might apply: lazy, 
apathetic, cowardly, stupid, wishy-washy, 
unvigilant, unpatriotic, lacking in duty towards 
posterity — the list is extensive. But tell British 
people that they are these things and they 
might not like it. How much more comforting 
it is to their consciences to put it all down to 
their ‘humanity’ and their ‘underlying temper- 
ance’. In that way they can enjoy a little glow 
of self-righteousness instead of reproaching 
themselves for their failure to defend their 
frontiers and their heritage! 

All this having been said, it is true that there 
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MORE ABOUT BEING BRITISH 


(Contd. from prev. page) 


is a certain humanity and temperance in 
Britons (and other Northern Europeans). Those 
things can be our strength or our weakness 
depending on circumstances. They are a 
strength when the need is for social cohension, 
respect for the law, polite behaviour, care for 
the very old and very young and other needy 
folk amongst us — all civic virtues in times of 
national security and calm. On the other hand, 
when not carefully rationed and regulated this 
very same humanity and temperance can be a 
grave weakness in times of danger, when our 
national survival is under threat and we are 
beset by enemies who wish us ill. Prudent 
politics demand that we should not get carried 
away by slushy sentiment and dazzled by 
words when such things come into the 
equation but should know where the brake 
needs to be applied to them. 

But this is not to say that when faced by 
enemies we have not usually displayed great 
humanity and temperance towards them. The 
British when victorious in war have generally 
taken their enemies prisoner and provided 
them with food, warmth and as humane con- 
ditions as circumstances have permitted — a 
much kinder treatment than scalping them or 
putting them in the stewing pot. But this is the 
way we British are as a people. It stems from 
something in the race. Take away that racial 
ingredient, and there is no certainty that our 
captives would not have been subjected to 
much more barbaric practices. 

For the future, we should endeavour to 
maintain the same standards of humanity in 
our dealings with other races, but this is very 
different from allowing them to walk all over 
us and take away our country. 


Contradictory attitudes 


Malcolm Bradbury, another writer, clearly 
wants it both ways — which might be because 
he wants to appeal to opposite sections of his 
reading public at the same time. His sense of 
Britishness, he said... 


**,.. derives from both sides in this political 
debate. I want, as a writer, to live in a cos- 
mopolitan and creative nation, active in the 
energetic cultural life of the 21st century 
world. 

“But that surely means sustaining much that 
is distinctive about Britain: its peculiar traffic 
between tradition and change, elitism and 
democracy, the strength of its countryside 
and the traces of past human history. It 
means not letting our urgency to live in the 
electronic present destroy continuity with the 
Britain of the past. 

“Britishness for me is not being quite 
American, not being European. It means not 
over-emphasising the tradition, yet not dis- 
carding the past. Above all, it means hoping 
that the result of our growing energy and 
diversity is a society comfortable with, and 
optimistic about, itself.’’ 


The amount of waffle in all this leaves one 
‘breathless, but there are a few things which 
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THE WORST OF BOTH WORLDS 
Blair is obsessed with novelty and newness 
but cannot achieve national efficiency 


call for comment. There is nothing uniquely 
British about the problem of. reconciling 
tradition with the modernisation essential to 
national efficiency; every nation has to grapple 
with that, but some do it better than others. 
Wise statesmanship is most certainly needed 
here, and wise statesmanship is something 
which we in contemporary Britain have not 
got. The climate of dripping liberalism almost 
everywhere results in our constantly sacri- 
ficing the best of our traditions in pursuit of an 
efficiency which we seldom seem to achieve. 
It is the innate silliness of the liberal consensus 
which dictates that efficiency and tradition 
must inherently be in conflict with one 
another, whereas in more adult and mature 
cultures that is rarely so. Just what has the 
downgrading of Shakespeare in favour of 
‘Rasta’ poetry got to do with getting British 
industry and public services to run better? 

Mr. Bradbury seems to feel that, as a 
writer, he needs to live in a nation that is 
cosmopolitan and creative — as if both those 
things hung essentially together. They do not. 
Perhaps the most culturally creative period in 
English history was the Elizabethan period — 
not one noted for being cosmopolitan. It is 
true, of course, that the greatest fertility of 
European culture has come from the influences 
of one highly developed national culture 
bearing.upon another; but that is not the same 
thing as cosmopolitanism. Great European 
writers, poets, artists, musicians and architects 
have enriched their output through contact with 
the works of others of different nationality but 
within a framework of common race; and vir- 
tually all the great art of Europe bears the 
imprint of such contact. But how much has 
European culture been enriched by contact 
with that of Asia? Not a lot. And with Africa? 
Not at all. Nevertheless, when Mr. Bradbury 
spoke of cosmopolitanism he clearly meant 
multi-racialism, not the mere cross-fertilis- 
ation of European national cultures that has 
been taking place for centuries. 

And what of Mr. Bradbury’s reference to 


“‘the energetic cultural life of the 21st century 
world’’? Here, it seems, he was confusing 
‘energy’ with deafening noise, lurid illus- 
tration, literary shock and outrage and mere 
architectural bigness. 

But he also wanted, so he said, to sustain 
much that is distinctive about Britain. What 
does this mean in his language? Not being 
quite American, not being European — in 
other words, being more American than Euro- 
pean. Just how this tallies with British 
distinctiveness is not explained, but we must 
not be unfair to Mr. Bradbury. By this time he 
was running out of space. 

The passage about a society being comfort- 
able with... itself seems to come right out of 
the phrasebook of John Major. But is it an 
ideal to be aspired to? It all sounds too much 
to me like smugness, stagnation and content- 
edness with the second-rate and the inferior. A 
nation comfortable with itself seems to be one 
not disposed to strive to eliminate the rotten- 
ness within, to reach after new and expanding 
horizons, to excel. It all evokes the image of 
old age, when great ambitions have been 
renounced and a cosy chair by the fireside is 
the highest aim — not a state to be disparaged 
in individuals who get to that stage of life but 
hardly an ideal for nations which, to survive, 
must submit themselves to a constant process 
of renewal. 


Light amid the fog 


By far the most sensible contribution to the 
subject of Britishness came from Alan Massie. 
‘*T am British,’’ he said, ‘‘because I am Scot- 
tish.’’ And he continued:- 


‘“‘Some may see this as a paradox. It isn’t. It 
is a fact of history. Likewise, William Hague 
is British because he is English. We are what 
we are aS a consequence of centuries of 
history. 

“*Some may resent this fact. But their resent- 
ment makes no difference... 

““My eight great-grandparents were all born, 
and lived all their lives, in Aberdeenshire. 
This reinforces my sense of Britishness — 
because they, too, were inextricably British 
Scots... 

“Then I am a child of the Empire, which 
was always the British Empire, never the 
English or, indeed, Scottish Empire. At the 
age of 19 my father went out to be assistant 
manager of a rubber estate in Malaya... 

“‘T am British because I recognise how, over 
three centuries at least, Scotsmen and 
Englishmen have influenced each other. 
“‘The Romantic Movement, which in the 
early 19th century produced the finest flower- 
ing of English poetry since the Elizabethan 
Age, had its roots in Scotland. 

“The greatest moral force in Victorian 
England was a Dumfriesshire peasant’s son, 
Thomas Carlyle. We have helped form each 
other, Scots and English; and what we have 
formed is British.”’ 


Nowhere here, of course, is there mention 
of the dreaded word ‘race’, but one gets the 
feeling that it was not far from Mr. Massie’s 
mind when he wrote the words. He is British 


because he belongs, ethnically, to one of the 
most vital and valuable components of the 
British Nation — and ipso facto to the British 
ethnic Nation as a whole. At last we were 
getting somewhere near the core of the matter, 
even if Mr. Massie, as a professional journ- 
alist, had to be a bit careful about his choice of 
words. 

He spoke of. the British being ‘‘a conse- 
quence of centuries of history.’’ That is of 
course true, though it is not the whole truth. 
The American people are the consequence of 
their [fewer] centuries of history, and in their 
case that is nearly the whole truth. But in the 
case of us British the historical process 
happened to jell with ethnic homogeneity and 
compatibility — and was in fact primarily a 
consequence of those things. This makes our 
identity all the stronger, if only we rediscover 
the will to assert it. 


Definitions absurd 


So, out of six definitions published by a 
national newspaper of what Britishness means 
we have just one which makes a bit of sense, 
and out of the other five we get two provided 


by people who by no stretch of imagination 


_are British. O tempora, O mores! 


All of this just illustrates the world of 
fantasy in which the media dwell, but to some 
extent even the media are the victims of 
concepts of Britain which would seem absurd 
even to Continentals, most of whom know the 
meaning of nationality quite clearly. 

Go to most parts of Europe and you will 
find refreshingly commonsense and down-to- 
earth definitions of what a nation is: it is, 
according to such definitions, a community of 
people distinguished by an ethnic identity — 
that is to say people belonging to a particular 
biological type, recognisable by physical 
characteristics, mentality, language, culture 
and norms of behaviour. Of these things, the 
last three can be acquired through environ- 
mental influences — but only within the 
boundaries imposed by the first two. These are 
truths that can, and should, be accepted what- 
ever one’s political views about the race issue 
may be. In former Yugoslavia, for instance, it 
is well understood that a Albanian Kosovan 
does not become a Serb merely by living in 
Serbia and learning the Serbo-Croat tongue. 
These two nationalities are also distinct races. 


It is not considered beyond the realms of polite 
conversation to state the fact. 

Even in Britain we were not always so daft 
about this matter. My main dictionary is 
Chambers’s Twentieth Century, published in 
1934 but not much changed since the first 
edition of it appeared in 1896. There ‘nation’ 
is described as what it is: ‘‘A body of people 
born of the same stock,’’ and later: ‘‘A race.’’ 

By this definition, Britons can be Scots — as 
is Alan Massie, English — as is William 
Hague, or Anglo-Irish with a bit of Scots — as 
I am. They can be these things because the 
stocks in question are close enough to be con- 
sidered as of the same racial family. They 
cannot, remotely, be Sri Lankans, Indians, 
Jamaicans or people of any other stock 
hundreds of centuries removed, in anthropo- 
logical and, evolutionary terms, from the 
peoples of Europe. This is not to ‘hate’ them. 
It is not to suggest ill-treating them. It is only 
to recognise difference. 

We therefore return to the definition of 
Britishness which I ventured in these columns 
two months ago: We British are the indig- 
enous peoples of the British Isles. 

Don’t let anyone tell you otherwise. 


JUSTICE PERVERTED 


JOHN TYNDALL comments on the Irving libel action 


_ LONG AGO, | made myself a golden rule 
in the struggle against the dominant 
‘liberal’ establishment: keep away from 
courts. Of course, this is not always 


possible: the law may pursue you, even if 


you do not pursue the law. But to avoid 
doing the latter is, almost always, the 
best policy in a society where power is 
completely loaded against the true ideo- 
logical radical — which today can only 
mean one belonging to the radical right. 
In popular mythology, the legal system 

in a democratic state is a bastion of 


fairness and justice. In the real world, this 


only applies where the sacred tablets of 
the state are not threatened. It is difficult 
to imagine David Irving not knowing this 
when he made his decision to sue Pen- 
guin Books and the Jewish ‘holocaust’ 
writer Deborah Lipstadt for libel in conse- 
quence of a book which cast aspersions 
on his honesty and integrity as an his- 
torian. 

Irving’s case against the defendants 
rested on a simple formula. He was there 
in court, he said, not to ‘re-fight’ World 
War Il, not to argue whether particular 
crimes attributed to the Germans in that 
war had actually taken place or not, cert- 
ainly not to deny the ‘holocaust’ as all- 
eged, but solely to establish that he had 
not, as also alleged, knowingly /ied by 
denying facts he knew to be true — and 
doing so, moreover, for pecuniary gain. 

In ordinary affairs, this is a perfectly 


Irving: great courage 


logical and reasonable argument, and one 
which should carry weight in a court of 

law. But did Irving really seriously believe 
that it could possibly prevail in a court of 


law in contemporary Britain where every- 
thing was loaded against people assoc- 
iated with his particular brand of heresy 
and where pressure groups enjoying 
massive power were mobilised to ensure 
he would be crucified for his pains? 

In the event, his action against Penguin 
and Lipstadt had about it the aura of a 
Charge of the Light Brigade — magnif- 
icent but not war, heroic but certain of 
defeat. And so it transpired. The Judge, 
Mr. Justice Gray, found against Irving, 
and the latter now faces a bill for costs 
of £2.5 million and likely bankruptcy. 

The inevitability of the verdict was 
underlined by the Judge’s summing up, 
in which he accused Irving of being a 
‘racist’, an ‘anti-semite’ and a consort of 
‘neo-nazis’. David Irving may be all of 
these things, or he may not. But this 
should have absolutely nothing to do 
with the question of whether — as the 
case was supposed to establish — he 
had knowingly lied. Reading Mr. Justice 
Gray’s summation, one might have 
imagined one was reading a transcript mt 
one the Stalinist show trials in the 
darkest days of Soviet tyranny instead of 
the desir of the High Court in 

. Irving quite clearly was an ideo- 
the people’ and had to 
: n Siberia, quite regard- 
less of whether tis had done anything 
Se eceep tite within the traditions et 
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SINCE the days of Henry Williamson 
and his wonderful series The Chronicles 
of Ancient Sunlight — in which a Mosley 
look-alike hero struggles for the true 
Britain — nationalist authors have been 
thin on the ground. The only serious 
works that I know of to make it into 
print in the past forty years are A.K. 
Chesterton’s The New Unhappy Lords, 
John Tyndall’s The Eleventh Hour and 
my own recently published auto- 
‘biography Many Shades of Black. Signif- 
icantly, none could find a mainstream 
publisher and were, in essence, self- 
published. 


Chronicle. This book had two major 
themes. There was a background of 
Suffolk village life from the beginning of 
the 20th century, as related through the 
words of villagers; then there was a look 
at changes that had taken place over the 
past 25 years, chartered as they occurred. 


‘Controversial and 
not really relevant’ 

Admittedly, I had tucked into the story 
a couple of brief references to the ‘white 
flight’ phenomenon, and pointed out that: 
‘The ever-open door to immigration 


How the left 


stitches up 
publishing 


While I have no delusions about my 
literary talents (I have earned my living as 
a hack technical writer), and will not 
complain that my work has not been short- 
listed for the Booker Prize, I know full 
well that if I had written an ‘exposé’ of 
the wicked goings-on in the radical right I 
would have soon found a publisher! 

Undoubtedly, other nationalists will 
have tried their hands at novels, auto- 
biographies or simple commentaries on 
politics. Some such works will have been 
rubbish, but others most certainly would 
have been much more interesting and 
-better written than many of the 80,000 
books that were published last year alone. 
A great many of these 80,000 books were 
real rubbish — but of course they were 
politically correct rubbish. One typical of 
the genre would contain the theme of the 
traumatic experiences of a one-legged, 
tone-deaf half-West Indian Negro whose 
Jewish mother had played lead violin in 
the Auschwitz camp orchestra. 

My first experience of publishers and 
their literary agents was in 1995, when I 
wrote Ten Miles from Anywhere: a Suffolk 
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JOHN BEAN speaks from 
experience as a writer of 
the politically incorrect 
school of politics 


meant that the cities are no longer 
composed of homogeneous people of a 
common culture, but several conflicting 
cultures.”’ 

One agent suggested that I should drop 
the last comment because ‘‘it was contro- 
versial and not really relevant.’’ I refused 
to do so; I had in any case found that 
agents were only really interested if one 
was already an established author. Yet I 
was to find that many publishers would 
say: ‘‘First find yourself an agent.’’ Other 
unpublished writers have come up against 
this vicious circle. 

Having been rejected by publishers of 
several other country books, I went ahead 
and published the book myself under my 
own ‘Hedgerow Publishing’ imprint, and 
by diligent marketing in East Anglian 
bookshops I have managed to sell 1,300 
copies to date and make a profit! 

That profit was to come in handy when 
I finally managed to get Many Shades of 
Black published — by paying most of the 
production costs myself. My first step was 
to try and find a literary agent. I wrote to 
Nicholas Mosley, the eldest son of Sir 


Oswald Mosley and an established author, 
enclosing a section I had written about his 
father and asking for his advice on finding 
an agent or publisher. He replied:- 

‘Good luck with your MS. I’m afraid I 

know of no agent or publisher that 

would look kindly on this sort of 

account. It’s very difficult to get 

anything like that in mainstream pub- 

lishing nowadays — however thoughtful 

and accurate the account!”’ 


He added that he was retiring from the 
political arena after the Channel Four film 
purporting to be an account of the life of 
his father. 

I then approached 27 publishers, 
ranging from the giants to the small indep- 
endents. Typical of the replies, including 
those from Century and Hutchinson, 
would be a brief rejection slip stating: 
‘‘Our lists are full at present,’’ and signed 
by an Anita or a Clare, Editorial Ass- 
istant. A little less dismissive, however, 
was the reply from Grant McIntyre, a 
director of John Murray:- 

‘‘T found the material from Many Shades 

of Black extremely interesting but I don’t 

feel that we would be able to do you 
justice in view of our recent experience 

of publishing books with political 

themes; in fact, our sales of these par- 

ticular titles have been rather disapp- 

ointing.”’ 

This letter had an interesting PS, sugg- 
esting that I should approach Politico’s, 
who ran a London bookshop and were 
about to start their own imprint. I shall 
have more to say about this company 
later. 


Left-wing bias 
Then I had clear evidence of left-wing 
bias. here is an extract from a reply from 
Chatto & Windus, signed from the Edit- 
orial Office:- 
“‘Chatto & Windus has a reputation, 
which we hope to maintain, for pub- 
lishing both fiction and non-fiction of a 
left-wing stance. As such we feel it 
would be inappropriate to include your 
proposal on our publishing list.’’ 
Antonia Owen of Peter Owen Pub- 
lishers went one better. She wrote:- 
‘Thank you for sending us the extracts 
from your memoirs. In all conscience, 
as a former member of the Anti-Nazi 
League in the 1970s, I don’t feel we 
could take them on, so I am returning 
the material herewith.”’ 


Which was very decent of her in the 
circumstances! 

Having spent some three hours on 
camera with the producer of the Windrush 
programme celebrating 50 years of immig- 
ration, I naively expected that I might 
appear for just a few minutes in the actual 
programme giving the case against the 
open-door policy on immigration. In 


consequence, I used this point to try to 


interest major publishers Harper Collins. I 


received this reply from Andrea He 
Editor:- 


“‘Harper Collins is the official publisher 
of the- Windrush book, written by Mike 
Phillips and Trevor Phillips, and which 
ties in with Pepper Productions’ -four- 
part documentary to be screened on 
BBC2 at the end of May, as you 
mention. 

“*As the official publishers, I do not feel 
that your proposal is something for us to 
pursue. In securing the rights to publish 
what will be an excellent and, we hope, 
celebrated book, we have very much 
taken a stance on the issue of immig- 
ration. I think it would be inappropriate 
for us also to present the issue from the 
other side.”’ 


The one consolation from all this is 
that, as I understand, the Windrush book 
went down like a lead balloon, in spite of 
being plugged energetically by the BBC, 
and only a few thousand copies were ever 
sold. 

Then in February 1998 I received this 
letter from Dan Franklin, Publishing 
Director of Jonathan Cape:- 


“Td be happy to look at a synopsis and 
some sample pages of your book, but I 
must warn you that, being profoundly 
out of sympathy with your views as they 
were then (and you don’t indicate 
whether they have changed), it is an 
unlikely project for me to take on.”’ 


As his name suggested that he might be 
Jewish, in my reply to Franklin I emphas- 
ised that my book had rejected all aspects 
of anti-semitism — which was true. In my 
concluding paragraph I said:- 


‘““As you will see from the copy of a 
letter from Harper Collins, they are to 
publish a book on the history of immig- 
ration from a politically incorect stance. 
I hold the view that there is a substantial 
market for the opposing view as long as 
it is expressed without rancour and racial 
hatred.”’ 


But despite several faxes from me, six 
weeks went by without a reply. Finally, I 
managed to speak to one of Franklin’s 
underlings. He seemed embarrassed that I 
had not heard from his superior, who, I 
was told, had decided not to proceed with 
the book. 


‘Principles on the left’ 


The following month, the publishing 
world saw the birth of its first global 
super power. The German media giant 
Bertelsmann swallowed the American pub- 
lishers Random House, owned in the 
United States by Si Newhouse. Bertels- 
mann already had a big slice of English- 
language book publishing, and through 
Transworld they controlled Corgi Books 
and Doubleday, among others. Now 
Random House in Britain had owned a 


whole group of once-independent pub- 
lishers, including Chatto & Windus, 
Jonathan Cape, Century and Hutchinson 
(all of which I had approached). 

The Sunday Telegraph of 29th March 
1998 published a revealing profile on Gail 
Rebuk, the dynamic lady who had been 
Chairman and Chief Executive of Random 
House in Britain since 1992. The daughter 
of affluent Baltic Jewish immigrants, she 
is married to Tony Blair’s focus group 
supremo Philip Gould. She made £1 
million in 1989 when she sold her own 
company, Century-Hutchinson, to Random 
House in 1989. 

The Sunday Telegraph profile quoted 
one of her author friends as saying: 
“*She’s made piles of money, but she 
keeps true to some’ principles on the left.’’ 
It would be interesting to know what those 
particular principles were, but they were 
not explained. 


‘‘Contents may cause offence’’ 


I said earlier that I would have more to 
say on Politico’s, who run an established 
political bookshop in Westminster and 
have even advertised in ‘respectable’ 
right-wing journals. As a result of my 
experience with Politico’s, which I shall 
relate, I do not accuse them of bias but of 
cold feet. 

Hearing that the firm had started to 
publish under its own imprint, I wrote to 
it enclosing a synopsis and sample pages 
of my manuscript. When I spoke to both 
directors, Iain Dale and John Berry, on 
the telephone they expressed an initial 
interest. However, a few weeks later I 
received a polite ‘no’ from Iain Dale. In 
his letter he said:- 


*‘T have read your synopsis and two 


chapters with interest. Unfortunately, I 
do not think the book is for us. We are 
generally trying to publish political 
reference books (i.e. books of speeches, 
quotations or directories) and while there 
are some exceptions to this I do not feel 
that as we are presently constituted we 
could really do justice to the book.”’ 


He was also kind enough to recommend 
two other small publishers. 

When my book was finally published, I 
sent a copy to Iain Dale, who then ordered 
five copies for the bookshop. A week later 
these were returned to me with a note 
from John Berry stating:- 


“I’m afraid we will not be able to stock 
your book in our shop as it’s (sic) 
contents may cause offence to some of 
our customers.”’ 


I replied to Mr. Berry asking if anyone 
had yet expressed any such ‘offence’. If 
they had, there would be no prizes for 
guessing who! Probably the same people 
who have had the book removed from 
another London bookshop. In this letter to 
Berry I also stated:- 


‘‘When I made a purchase at your book- 
shop last year on one of my visits to 
London, I did not protest at the fact that 
I found the many books in support of 
Marxism ‘offensive’ to me — in that it 
was responsible for the deaths of 50 
million people. I just considered it to be 
part of democracy — the availability of 
all shades of opinion. 

“It is disappointing to find that Polit- 
ico’s bookstore is, in fact, a Politico’s 
Correct Bookstore.”’ 


Many Shades of Black is available from 
Freedom Books, the British National Party’s 
mail order book service advertised elsewhere in 
this issue, or from Hedgerow Publishing, PO 
Box 97, Newmarket, Suffolk CB8 8WT. Price 
£8.95 post-free. 


British and white — 
so not wanted here! 


THE YOUNG LADY on the right here is Leisel 
Gundry, the daughter of a tobacco farmer in ‘Zim- 
babwe’ who had his property attacked by some of 
Robert Mugabe’s squatters last month, during 
which Leisel’s brother Lionel was savagely beaten. 
Leisel (24) has been working in Britain but her 
visa to stay here expired at the end of April. Both 
she and her family want her to remain in this 
country for her own safety but her application to do 


so has not, up to now, been allowed. 


_ The Gundrys are British through and through, 
_ with their roots in Cornwall. Leisel, while here, has 


_ not taken a penny off the state. 


| Of course, if she were a ‘refugee’ from Nosowe or 
Somalia she would have had no trouble getting 
permission to stay. But being white and of British — 


“descent, she has to go! 


: _ Miss Gundry (right): wrong nationality and colour 


THE United Kingdom Independence Party was 
founded in its present form in the early 1990s 
by Alan Sked, a college lecturer. Sked was 
then deposed by an internal revolt two years 
ago, and his place was taken by a dual 
leadership comprising Nigel Farage and 
Michael Holmes, with Farage the officially 
named Leader and Holmes the Chairman. 
Farage is the party’s outstanding orator and 
Holmes a wealthy businessman but a dull 
speaker. Presumably, the idea here was to 
combine persuasiveness with money. 

An organisation needs one boss. To choose 
two is asking for trouble. Farage and Holmes, 
perhaps inevitably, fell out. They operated 
two headquarters which effectively become 
rivals to one another, one in Salisbury and the 
other in London. This reminds me of the time 
when there were two rival popes, one in 
Rome and the other in Avignon. 

Holmes held a meeting in Birmingham 
which acknowledged him as leader. Farage 
then held a rival meeting in London with the 
same objective, and here it was decided that 
there would be no postal ballot; only those 
members able to travel to London could vote. 
Farage knew that he would be appointed 
leader if most votes came from the South 
East, and that it would be difficult for those 
from further afield to attend. Holmes was 
defeated and resigned from UKIP. 

Farage then arranged for elections to 
appoint a new leader, he himself having in the 
meantime become a Euro MEP through last 
year’s Euro Election (one of three from UKIP). 
With his hands full with this job, he did not 
put himself forward as a candidate. There 
were nine contenders. One of them was 
Rodney Atkinson, from Northumberland. 
Atkinson owns his own printing business. He 
has written many books on European matters 
and is the best informed of all the candidates 
and a moderately good speaker. 

A great deal of controversy surrounded 
Atkinson’s bid for the leadership, and those 
organising the election ensured that the 
names of the candidates were listed in no 
particular order so that Atkinson’s did not 
appear at the top of the list. 


PLOT 


There are distinct signs that a plot has been 
hatched to stop Atkinson becoming UKIP 
leader. He is alleged to believe in the ‘con- 
spiracy theory’, and his opponents in and 
outside the party reject this strongly. Since 
there is so much evidence to support this 
theory — particularly in respect of the cam- 
paign to railroad Britain into fully integrated 
European Union, Atkinson’s espousal of it 
would surely provide a good reason to 
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support him — even if on some other issues 
his views are faulty. Opposition to the EU is, 
after all, the main (almost the only) plank in 
UKIP’s policy platform. 


BOOKER 
Tried to interfere in UKIP internal election — 
on Black’s behalf? 


In the forefront of the opposition to Atkin- 
son are two well-known journalists, Chris- 
topher Booker and Bill Jamieson, neither of 
whom are even members of UKIP. Both work 
for Conrad Black, owner of the Daily Tele- 
graph, Sunday Telegraph and The Spectator 
magazine, who sometimes attends meetings 
of the Shadowy Bilderberger group. 

Booker and Jamieson recently wrote a joint 
letter, dated the 9th March, to all UKIP 
members, drawing attention to Atkinson’s 
belief in the conspiracy theory and stating 
that this would give the party a bad name if 
he (Atkinson) became leader. They said:- 


“*... in terms of our own public support for 
UKIP, we regard it as equally vital that the 
party should choose someone whose anal- 
ysis of the nature and failings of the Euro-- 
pean Union is based on a serious, up-to-date 
understanding of how and why the EU is 
‘developing in the way it is; and not on some 
wider conspiracy theory which, however, 
compelling to a minority of members, 
cannot be shared by the vast majority. We 
believe at least one of the candidates for the 
leadership falls into this latter category, Mr. 
Rodney Atkinson. It is our personal concern 
that any leader holding such views might try 
to take the party in directions where it 
would be impossible for us to follow, as we 
would sadly have to make clear.’’ 


Another strong attack on Atkinson came 
from a Chepstow bookseller, Greg Lance 
Watkins, who likewise is not a member of 
UKIP. Watkins sent his own circular letter to 
UKIP members supporting Booker and Jamie- 


ERIC MILTON 
reports on- 
dissension in 


the United 
Kingdom 

Independence 

Party (UKIP) | 


son and acknowledging that he had collab- 
orated in circulating their message to them. 
Since, as stated, none of these people are 
members of UKIP it might be asked what 
business the leadership issue is of theirs. 
Atkinson, in reply, issued his own letter in 
which he referred to the Bilderburg Group 
“‘and its pivotal role in the destruction of the 
free nations of Europe’’ and said that this was 
“‘not a theory but a well-documented fact.” 


ELECTION SUCCESSES 


The United Kingdom Independence Party 
scored some notable successes in getting 
three candidates elected to the European 
Parliament last year. It should have been a 
time of high morale in the party, with every- 
one working together in unity to consolidate 
on its its very welcome gains. Yet hardly was 
the ink dry on the voting papers before bitter 
quarrelling broke out in the party ranks. The 
quarrelling seems to have arisen out of many 
arguments, and the ones focused upon here 
can be regarded as merely a part. It rather 
looks as if UKIP members and supporters are 
united almost solely on the Euro issue and 
otherwise have little in common politically. 
There are also, obviously, numerous and bitter 
personality clashes. But do these things add 
up to the whole explanation? 

If a small political party, in rebellion against 
the Globalist Establishment, is ineffective, that 
Establishment can safely ignore it. If, on the 
other hand, it shows some signs of becoming 
successful, there is an unwritten rule that it 
must be crushed. This is confirmed by the 
history of radical right-wing and nationalist 
organisations dating back to the early 1970s. 
Government security services have moles in 
every such party. They keep their paymasters 
informed of potential divisions within so that 
those divisions can be exacerbated and ex- 
ploited, thus rendering such a party harmless. 

By winning three seats in the European 
elections of 1999, UKIP gave out a signal that 
it was potentially dangerous. It would there- 
fore be no surprise if it were targeted for des- 
truction by the sowing of internal discord. 
And in fact since that very time it has been 
torn asunder by the most spiteful and pro- 
longed internal quarrels. One is drawn to the 
conclusion that such quarrels very probably 
have been stoked up by troublemakers intent 
on ensuring the party will not become a force 
in British politics. 

A good question is that of who lies behind 
the activities of the troublemakers. The 
security services have been mentioned, but 
the trouble may have other sources. Most 
UKIP supporters are disenchanted Tories who 
would very likely return to the Tory fold were 


UKIP not to be present to offer an alternative 
policy on Europe. The Tories, among others, 
would therefore have a lot to gain from 
UKIP’s demise. 

There may indeed be more than one agency 
having an interest in this demise and there- 
fore active in instigating it by promoting such 
internal division. Later developments may tell 
us more in this regard. 


But there is another factor from which we. 


should learn something. If the state security 
services, the Tories or both seek to smash up 
UKIP from the inside, many in the party have 
been only too obliging in helping them to do 
so. 


YEN FOR ‘RESPECTABILITY’ 


The United Kingdom Independence Party 
recruits its members and supporters very 
largely from elements among the British public 
who, while no doubt basically patriotic, have 
a strong yen for ‘respectability’ and would run 
a mile from any taint of ‘extremism’, however 
undeserved. This is not unconnected with the 
fact that the party is greatly dependent on 
middle-class professional and business people 
who see themselves as standing to lose occu- 
pationally by being associated with anything 
smacking of real political radicalism, espec- 
ially anything deemed as ‘racist’. 

There can be no doubt that a great many 
UKIP members and supporters, caring as they 
do about Britain’s loss of national identity in 
Europe, also see that identity threatened by 
mass immigration and multi-racialism — one 
being an inevitable corollary of the other. 

But most of these people are terrified out of 
their wits at the idea of stating such beliefs 
openly, and the party has so far strenuously 
contrived to avoid being involved in any con- 
troversies over race. It has sometimes stated 
itself to be ‘non-racist’ in postscripts to its 
leaflets, and it has even used members of the 
ethnic minorities as candidates and in its 
election broadcast. 

UKIP also knows that were it to adopt any 
strong stand on race it would be crucified by 


the media and linked with the British National 
Party instead of, as at present, enjoying the 
support of journalists like Booker and Jamie- 
son and publications like This England mag- 
azine. This support undoubtedly played a big 
part in boosting its votes in last year’s Euro 
Election — many of which would other-wise 
have gone to the BNP. 

It is easy to imagine certain people highly 
placed in UKIP favouring, deep down in their 
own minds, policies similar to those of the 
BNP but believing that they are playing a 
clever tactical game widening their support 
base by concentrating on Europe and side- 
stepping the race issue, and by doing the 
latter earning moderate media endorsement. 

Such tactics can, admittedly, bring some 
short-term advantages, of which current Euro 
seats are an example. In the longer term — 
perhaps indeed only in the middle term — 
they are fraught with pitfalls. As we have 
seen, they tend to attract a large ‘soft- 
centred’ following, terrified of any loss of 
‘respectability’ and prone to quarrel easily 
amongst themselves, often over trivia. Many 
of these people remain, in fact, in the mindset 
of Tory and other mainstream parties and are 
wholly lacking in the proper revolutionary 
spirit necessary to firm internal discipline. 
Bickering can so easily break out, even in the 
wake of encouraging political progress, and 
that progress thereby quickly nullified. 

And support, however small, of the main- 
stream mass media is bought at a dangerous 
price. The shadow of Bilderberger Conrad 
Black and his hirelings hanging over a UKIP 
internal election bears this out amply. Are 
UKIP members supposed to make their choice 
of leader on the basis of what will please 
such people? If so, the party is in perilous 
waters. 


GREATER DISCIPLINE 


The BNP is not immune to the dangers aff- 
licting UKIP but so far it has defended itself 
against them much more effectively. Internal 
differences have not festered into serious 


splits, -and discipline in the midst of con- 
troversy has been maintained. | am sure that 
this is in large part due to BNP members 
being, on average, of stronger inner fibre and 
ideological conviction than their UKIP counter- 
parts. 

And the BNP’s courage to tackle the race 
issue — so lamentably lacking on the part of 
UKIP — will pay off in the long run. This 
position is /deo/ogically right because national 
freedom from Europe is meaningless unless 
national identity is maintained through racial 
integrity. It is also politically sensible because, 
in the long run, no powerful mobilisation of 
the British people against the parties of 
globalism will be possible except through 
harnessing the massive discontent existing 
among the urban lower middle and working 
classes against immigration and multi-racial- 
ism, now reaching new levels of intensity 
over the issue of the asylum-seekers — an 
issue which UKIP, with its terror of being 
labelled ‘racist’ is in no way equipped to 
exploit. 

Additionally, UKIP looks as if it is going to 
have to learn the hard way that in a challenge 
against globalist policies there is no mileage in 
a commitment to free-market economic doc- 
trines, which are an essential pillar of global- 
ism. Not only that, of those alienated British . 
people to whom a movement of national 
renaissance looks for support, few will be 
attracted by policies that have ruined British 
industry and destroyed British jobs. 

This is not to say that there are not many 
sound people in the ranks of UKIP members 
and supporters; there are. 

Eventually, if the power of the Establish- 
ment is to be challenged and a movement of 
national salvation built up, the streams of 
popular protest represented by UKIP and the 
BNP will have to come together in a single 
political force. 

But how they come together, under what 
terms and under what leadership, is a 
question still to be resolved. It must be 
resolved in the next few years. 


JUSTICE PERVERTED 
(Contd. from page 9) 


British law. 

Perhaps the most odious feature of the 
case was the crowing and gloating of the 
media at Irving’s defeat. ‘Consigned to 
history’, ‘bankrupted’, ‘destroyed’, ‘ruined’, 
‘finished’, ‘disgraced’, screamed the press. 
This was a lynch party of the most repulsive 
hue. All that was absent was the crowd of 
cackling harridans shaking their knitting 
needles as the guillotine fell. 

Press writers also grossly misrepresented 
the verdict. Jonathan Freedland in The 
Guardian smugly asserted: ‘‘Much more 
than the fate of David Irving was decided 
yesterday. The High Court also drove a 
stake through the heart of revisionism...” 
Others wrote in a similar vein, proclaiming 
that revisionist history had been finally 
buried and the ‘orthodox’ view of the 
events surrounding World War Il utterly and 
permanently vindicated. In fact, nothing of 
the kind had happened. All that had 
happened was that a paid public servant, 
operating in a climate of hysterical Talmudic 


hatred and vengeance, and under a 
crescendo of professional and media 
pressure, had delivered his own personal 
interpretation of events and arguments. It 
had no more been established that the 
world was flat by people once being burned 
at the stake for saying otherwise. 

These matters aside, the case, and the 
media reaction to it, should have taught us 
a lesson. Irving was throughout, as he has 
been over the three decades of his career as 
a writer, at pains to deny he was a ‘nazi’, 
and in fact referred in his opening address 
to the ‘criminal’ nature of the Hitler régime, 
going on to acknowledge that numerous 
atrocity and extermination stories connected 
with the Nazis were perfectly true. It availed 
him nothing. ‘Neo-nazi’ he was in the eyes 
of the court and the legions of newspaper 
scribblers reporting. Perhaps the most telling 
verdict on this mea non culpa approach was 
The Guardian’s cartoon the day following, 
which showed Mr. Irving drowning in a 
whirlpool, his right arm stiffly raised in the 
familiar salutation and swastika flags 
floating around. 

Reading the details of the trial, it is easy 


for one to be critical of some of the tactical 
aspects of Irving’s presentation of his case 
— something that may be said of his 
writings generally. What cannot be gainsaid 
is his courage in bringing the action. Was it 
the courage of the kamikaze pilot? Or was 
there some method in the whole business? 
It is reported that Irving’s financial affairs 
were in a precarious state before this latest 
bill was presented to him. He was probably 
already ruined as a writer depending on his 
books being published and sold through the 
ordinary network — the lynch mob had seen 
to that. Yet this case, which has generated 
enormous worldwide publicity, undoubtedly 
will have aroused massive curiosity as to 
what Irving actually does have to say. 
Meanwhile the rise of the Internet provides 
him with a fast-growing medium for saying 
it. 

We often find ourselves disagreeing with 
David Irving, but his type of bravery is a 
rare treasure in the country Britain has 
become. We must hope that others derive 
inspiration from it, and we wish him all 
good fortune in his future endeavours to 
promote the truth as he sees it. 
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Lessons of the floods 


A white South African view of the recent Mozambique crisis 


The following is an editorial published in Impact 
Magazine, obtainable from Box 28233, Sunnyside 
0132, South Africa. 


THOSE who saw the BBC Learning Channel 
television series Earth Story understand more 
clearly that the Earth has a dynamic system. 

Because of the Earth having tectonic plates under 
its ‘skin’, volcanos and thermal springs at the edges 
of the plates can spew out vital ingredients of life 
such as carbon dioxide, which are constantly re- 
cycled over dozens of millennia. The main factor 
that differentiates the Earth from the dead planet 
Venus is precisely our tectonic plates, which make 
the dynamic process — and life — possible (We are 
fortunate to have our moon, which makes for 
relative stability rare in the solar system). 

We cannot look a gift horse in the mouth, and 
we have to take the bad with the good. And so, we 
Earthlings must expect occasional mood swings in 
our weather pattern: the odd tornado or earthquake, 
perhaps a few volcanic eruptions, certainly a flood 
or two every century. 

And so, like the cleverest of the three little pigs, 
we build our house with bricks (except if we live in 
quake-threatened Japan). And most of all, we don’t 
build near a low-lying river course. Even if we take 
every precaution, of course, flooding or damage can 
still occur. But at least we know that the test of 
every house, system, river-dyke or person is: How 
does it stand up to the absolute certainty of periodic 
crises? And we know, too, that the more forward- 
thinking among us are the most likely to survive 
these crises. 

Now Southern Africa, which is prone to periodic 
droughts of terrible magnitude, has just experienced 
the worst floods and series of cyclones in memory. 
It came as no surprise that the country most able to 
cope with the flooding is that former bastion of 
apartheid, South Africa. Even today, after six years 
of mismanagement, corruption and wastage, this is 
the country with the infra-structure, the experience, 
the helicopters, the medical facilities, the food and 
the money to help ravaged Botswana, Mozambique, 
Swaziland — and itself. 


A COUNTRY HELPLESS 


Low-lying Mozambique, slowly recovering from 
decades of civil war, has mixed blessings: the 
catchment area on the east-facing mountain range 
that extends far into Africa brings it water denied to 
much of South Africa’s high plateau. This makes 
the old Portuguese colony a potential cornucopia of 
tropical fruit, but during the flood it could not with- 
stand everything the elements threw at it. 

However, this did not excuse Mozambiquan 
President Chissano from peevishly bemoaning the 
‘slowness’ of help from outside countries. South 
Africa’s rescue helicopter crews (which from TV 
news pictures were apparently all Whites) worked 
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round the clock to save thousands of marooned 
flood victims. We heard no word of thanks from 
Chissano or from those rescued. He was.quick off 
the mark to demand debt-forgiveness, and so it is 
Mozambique’s national debt that has been cancelled 
(to the cost of taxpayers in those First World 
countries whose central banks guaranteed the loans). 

In South Africa, too, towns and commercial 
farms on the banks of the Limpopo and other rivers 
have also been ruined, with total crop destruction, 
roads washed away and pumps and equipment lost. 
Bridges in the whole of the Northern Province (old 
Northern Transvaal) and Mpumalanga (old Eastern 
Transvaal) have been destroyed. The Kruger 
National Park was under water in many parts. 
Floods have also occurred in the Eastern Free State 
and other parts. Whites in the flood-ravaged areas 
were quick to build temporary bridges or repair the 
damaged ones, at their own cost. They also made 
plans to help their fellows in distress, or to organise 
the salvaging of the agricultural and civic system. 

The irony is that in these, the worst-hit areas, it 
is not just the water but a flood of thousands of 
flood victims from neighbouring black countries 
who have to be housed, fed and medically treated. 
Experience of the civil war in Mozambique, 
however, taught us that most refugees never return 
to their homelands. 

An interesting aspect of the floods is: What 
happened to the African Renaissance? Why did the 
Southern African countries (apart from SA) do so 
little to help their brethren in Mozambique? How 
could they, when they themselves suffer so much 
from poverty? How dare they have subsistence 
economies? The 
poverty-stricken 
always have the 
excuse that they 
cannot help others: -Sees 
that is what defines 
them. What happ- 
ened to the bount- 
iful infra-structures 
and vibrant econ- ww 
omies they inherited | s¢geqmee 
from the departed | 
colonial powers? 
All wasted, all lost. 

Even on a small 
scale, we saw the 
differences in psy- 
chology. Along 
some ofthe swollen — 
rivers, SA Blacks 
could not get to — 
work because the 
bridges were down. 
A few ‘entrepren- 
eurs’ built rickety 


temporary ‘cross-overs’ for pedestrians, who were 
obliged to pay R2 each, or R5 extra for someone 
carrying a bundle or leading a goat. In black town- 
ships .many of the tin-shanties that were built 
virtually in the stormwater and river course were, 
of course, washed away. The owners of those that 
teetered on the edge refused to vacate their ‘homes’ 
because: (1) they feared looting by their neighbours; 
and (2) if they applied for help from centres set up 
for that purpose, many might have to admit they 
were illegal immigrants. There was little in the way 
of black community help for the destitute; everyone 
depended on the ‘authorities’ for help. A DP MPL 
said: ‘‘The people simply did not know what to do. 
There is no visible leadership, no community action 
plan to assist those in need... There is no planning, 
no provision made in the budget for the provincial 
government to intervene and help the people.”’ 


DEPENDENCE ON FIRST WORLD 


When foreign help came, it was principally from 
First World countries. Portugal offered no help, no 
doubt because she remembered the murderous and 
unjust treatment her nationals received at the hands 
of terrorists in Mozambique and Angola in the 
1960s and 1970s. 

In recent years, Europe too has experienced 
devastating floods, Japan an earthquake and the 
USA killer cyclones. Can one imagine these 
countries stridently demanding help from outsiders? 
Can one imagine them exploiting the misery of their 
fellows by charging them for crossing makeshift 
bridges? Such behaviour in those northern countries 
would be considered a gross stain on their honour. 


Not only Third World countries have floods. This is a scene from the 
Fenland area of East Anglia in 1937, when heavy rains fell and rivers rose 
suddenly and alarmingly. Vast areas were inundated. Even bigger floods 
occurred ten years later. We coped, however. 


RED ALERT IN BIRMINGHAM! 


RUTH TAGG reports from the march in protest against the sell-out of 
Rover, and calls for more BNP participation in such events 


ON APRIL Ist about 100,000 
people marched through Birm- 
ingham city centre in support of 
workers at the Rover factory in 
Longbridge, whose jobs are under 
threat from the jettisoning of the 
company by BMW. People came 
from far and wide to join in — 
mostly those who work in the car 
industry and related trades. 

This was an occasion to see the 
British at their best: en masse and 
bonded together in a common cause. 
An often passive breed, we are 
seemingly only roused into showing 
our fighting spirit when our backs 
are against the wall and our live- 
lihoods are under threat. If only this 
emotion could be harnessed and 
channeled in the right direction — 
against the traitors who have sold 
out this country and destroyed its 
industries! Whether it is fisheries, 
farming, factories or our railways, 
these things affect all our lives in 
one way or another. 

It’s time people woke up and 
realised that it’s no good just 
blaming the party currently in 
power. Haven’t both Labour and the 
Tories, again and again, proved that 
they’re all as bad as one another? 
And do the Liberal Democrats or 
the so-called ‘Nationalists’ in 
Scotland and Wales offer any alter- 
native to the failed policies of the 
parties of government? Yet people, 
like lemmings running for the cliff, 
continuously fall for the tired old 
game of supporting Mutt or Jeff. 
Come election time, they will show 
their protest in the usual way: by 
voting for the Opposition, having 
already forgotten the appalling 
records of Thatcher and Major. 


Ideal opportunity 


It is occasions like the current 
crisis at Rover that provide an ideal 
opportunity for the British National 
Party to go into affected commun- 
ities and gather up support. One of 
the best methods in an area like 
Birmingham would be to exploit the 
discontent caused by the betrayal of 
the locai motor industry and its 
workers. 

The chance of using the Rover- 
BMW dispute as a campaigning 
issue was not lost on the Socialist 
Workers’ Party. The SWP had mob- 
ilised itself for this occasion into a 
very effective advertising machine. It 
had provided, free of charge, at least 
80 per cent of all the posters used, 
protesting against the threatened job 
losses. Every poster was printed in 


the party colours of red and black 
on white and emblazoned with ‘Soc- 
ialist Workers’ Party’ at the top. 
Although only a fraction of those on 
the march support the politics of the 
far left, and the majority would be 
horrified to be associated with most 
of the SWP’s other doctrines, the 
effect of the huge number of SWP 
posters gave the impression that Bir- 
mingham on the day was awash 
with reds! It was a piece of excellent 
free publicity. 

At strategic intervals along the 
route, SWP members were on hand 
to sell the party’s paper and promote 
their cause. The march, lasting two 
hours, culminated in an open-air 
rally in a park. Here again were 
members of the SWP with more of 
their papers, together with suppor- 
ters of the Anti-Nazi League and 
other sundry left-wing groups, 
touting for recruits. 


three German reporters who were 
covering the event for a magazine. 
He told them that the discarding by 
BMW of Rover would destroy 
Britain’s relationship with the 
Germans (the company should never 
have been sold to the Germans in 
the first place!), and that it felt as if 
he and his family were being 
‘raped’. The reporters responded by 
taking down a statement from him 
and also taking photos. Mr. Kelly 
was holding the Germans entirely 
responsible for what was happening, 
but others more politically aware 


SWP rowdyism 


Although no fighting broke out 
(as would have been most likely on 
a BNP march), SWP members 
showed their usual aggressive 
natures by heckling a Tory speaker 
with loud and abusive insults. It is: 
the trade mark of the SWP to use 
foul language in place of reasonable, 
intelligent argument. Had members 
of the BNP tried doing the same, no 
doubt they would have been 
removed from the scene. 

While another of the guest 
speakers was making his speech, 
more angry shouts could be heard 
emanating from the SWP camp. 
This time the group had encountered 
MP Clare Short, who had come 
along to hear the proceedings 
without taking part. SWP members 
were soon in full swing, arguing 
very loudly with the MP and 
causing a scene. Miss Short was 
telling them that the sell-out of yet 
another British business was 
‘inevitable’ and that it was futile 
their trying to halt ‘progress’. A 
former Longbridge worker Charles 
Baugh, who witnessed the scene, 
commented that it was wrong to 
blame Labour or the Tories partic- 
ularly for such sell-outs — because 
at the end of the day they both slept 
in the same bed! 


Angry feelings 

When the rally broke up, more 
angry feelings erupted on the bus 
taking the marchers back to the city 
centre. Steve Kelly, a Rover worker 
whose job is on the line, challenged 


Se 


TWO FACES OF PROTEST 
Above: one of the ubiquitous Socialist Workers’ Party paper sellers; below: 
a more patriotic flavour. We don’t know who this gentleman is but he is 


carrying the right flags! 


realised that it was our own 
Government that was betraying us. 

The BNP should take note of 
events like the Rover march, for 
such events give us a chance to 
effect a presence and win support. 
Certainly, our members carrying 
posters would not be able to get 
away with what the SWP members 
were allowed to do but, as with 
countryside demonstrations, we can 
still be present and do something. 

Let’s not allow these golden 
opportunities to go by without 
exploiting them! 


A glimpse at our own future? 


Hispanic colonisation of American South West could lead 
to secession of several states, says JAMES THURGOOD 


A STRANGE and frightening thing is happening in the United 
States which has attracted little attention over here in Britain — 
despite the tendency of the British media to focus on all manner 
of news from over the Atlantic, no matter how trivial. 

Hispanic immigration in the US, particularly into the South 
Western states, is reaching such a level that a huge area of the 
country, taking in California, Texas, Arizona and New Mexico, and 
even including a part of Colorado, could soon be lost to America. 

To give you an idea of the dimensions of the problem, the above- 
named states, excluding any of Colorado, comprise a total land area 
of 657,804 square miles. That represents nearly seven times the land 
surface of the United Kingdom. 

The threat to the United States is highlighted in an article by Dave 
Rollins in the April 2000 issue of The Nationalist Times, a patriotic 
publication. Some of the data for Mr. Rollins’ article comes from 
one in The Albuquerque Tribune (New Mexico) by an Hispanic 
writer Dr. Charles Truxillo, of the University of New Mexico, who 
favours a new Hispanic nation made up of these areas of the present 
USA. Another academic of the same origins, Dr. Jose Angel 
Guttierez, of the University of Texas, has called for a similar 
creation. 

Truxillo proposes that his new state should be called Republica del 
Norte, while some others prefer the name Az¢lan. 

Is this just some wild fantasy? No it isn’t. Present demographic 
trends in the United States give every indication that such a thing 
could happen not too far into the century just begun. According to 
Rollins, Truxillo... 


“*,.. believes that the new nation can be created by the electoral 
process, as endless millions of Mexicans continue to pour into the 
South West, where they are promptly radicalised by white liberals and 
militant Hispanic organisations like La Raza (The Race), MALDEF 
and others.”’ 


Rollins goes on to say:- 


MEXICANS IN TEXAS 

The scene above shows Mexican riders in the Texas town of San Antonio. It was painted by Theodore Gentilz in 1844, when the 

town was being settled by growing numbers of white Anglo-American migrants, leading eventually to its incorporation in the USA 

in 1845. Demographic power, coupled with military capability, eventually ensured that Texas would become American. Now the 
same demographic forces are threatening to reverse this process. 


POLL LLL OL G0 


“Hispanic revolutionaries are distributing leaflets in California and 
elsewhere warning Whites to ‘get out’ before it’s too late. Patriotic 
Californians who have publicly protested against Washington’s immig- 
ration policies have been physically beaten by Hispanic terrorists.”’ 
And:- 

“By any historical standard, the takeover of the South West has been 
a remarkably swift occurrence. The Immigration Act of 1965 for all 
intents and purposes ended European immigration into the United 
States and replaced it with non-white immigration. Additionally, 
Washington has deliberately provided only the most cursory security 
at the US-Mexico border, thus allowing an unending stream of 


millions of Mexican and other Hispanic illegal aliens to flow into 
America.” 


Sounds familiar, doesn’t it? 


WHO ARE THE HISPANICS? 


British readers should of course not be confused by the term 
‘Hispanic’, which may suggest people just of Iberian European 
origins. In fact, ‘Hispanic’ is simply a kind of shorthand meaning 
‘Spanish-speaking’. Today, the vast majority of people coming from 
the Latin American countries into the United States, especially 
Mexico, belong to the ‘Mestizo’ category — mixtures of the original 
Hispanics and native South and Central American Indians, in which 
the genes of the latter are predominant. Truly European Hispanics 
tend to comprise the upper middle-class élites of the Latin American 
countries, who take the top jobs and live comparatively prosperously 
in their own homelands, therefore not feeling the pressure to migrate 
northwards. 

In addition to the Mestizo element, a good many Hispanics 
flooding into the US comprise partly Negroid mixtures. 

Far from being alarmed at this threatened loss of a huge part of its 
country, America’s political establishment is falling over itself to 
hasten the process. President Clinton recently declared that Whites 
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THE ALAMO 
This heroic battle has become a part of white American folk- 
lore. In it, a mere 182 Americans, mainly white and of British 
descent, held out for eleven days in 1836 against more than 
6,000 Mexican troops before eventually being crushed by weight 
of numbers. The Whites at the Alamo fought to the last man, 
and their stand led indirectly to later ‘Anglo’ dominance in the 
region. Their descendants of today, their will rotted by liber- 
alism and — it has to be said — the racially destructive 
influence of the churches, are only too ready to surrender their 
part of the US to their former enemies. 


would be a minority in the United States by the middle of the 21st 
century, and that he welcomed this. 

Not that Clinton’s opponents, the Republican Party, would dissent. 
Recently, The Washington Times quoted a Republican pollster Lance 
Tarrance, as saying:- 

‘“We have now moved from the Southern strategy we pursued for the 


last three decades, since Richard Nixon, to an Hispanic strategy for 
the next three decades.”’ 


Tarrance was referring to the fact that in the past his party had 
concentrated its pitch on winning over Southern Whites, who had 
traditionally voted Democrat but had been alienated by the excess- 
ively liberal and integrationist stance of the Democrats in the post- 
1945 era. This strategy had considerable success, but now that 
Southern Whites had largely been won over and today had only a 
choice between the liberal Republicans and the even more liberal 
Democrats it has been calculated that they can be ignored because 
they have nowhere else to go. Now the Republicans are concen- 
trating on making inroads into the huge and growing ‘ethnic’ vote, 
which up to the present has gone mainly to their opponents. 

It will be seen here that America’s Republican Party, like virtually 
all parties operating within a democratic parliamentary system, is 
bound to shape its policies in accordance with where the votes are 
coming from rather than out of any consideration for the long-term 
national interest. America’s future can be sacrificed as long as the 
Republicans are able to win the next presidential and congressional 
elections and get their snouts in the trough of power, patronage and 
perks. Again, it all sounds very familiar! 

The Republican candidate in the coming presidential election is 
George W. Bush, son of the former President. Describing Bush’s 
election strategy, the patriotic journalist Sam Francis wrote in 
Chronicles magazine:- 


‘“[Bush] makes much of campaigning in Spanish and using Spanish- 


language ads, as well as boasting of his earlier record of opposing 
immigration restrictions, supporting bilingual education and staging 
photo ops with Mexican President Ernesto Zedillo and Mexican 
governors across the Texas border. The Texas Governor [Bush] has 
also opposed using US troops to protect the border from illegal 
immigration and has refused to take action against the Texas border 
town of El Cenizo, which last year enacted an ordnance forbidding co- 
operation with state and federal immigration authorities. The town’s 
law is an open violation of federal law and an open declar-ation that it 
will not enforce border security against illegal entries... 

“As for immigration itself, earlier this year the Governor announced 
that he not only opposes efforts to curb it but believes ‘we ought to 
increase legal immigration for our country’s advantage...’ ”’ 


MELTING POT THEORY 


The rose-tinted view of immigration held by liberals like Bush and 
-linton is based on the supposition that all these new immigrants, 
egardless of where they come from, will eventually become ‘Amer- 
cans’, salute the flag, stand to attention for the national anthem and 
€ as loyal to the country as its older citizens. Exactly the same 
‘loud-cuckoo mentality can be seen in those politicians here in this 
ountry, particularly Tories, who are continually calling for us all to 
reat our ethnic minorities as ‘British’ in the expectation that that is 
tow they see themselves. 

The increasing support for the idea of a new Hispanic nation in 
America’s South West completely demolishes this naive hope. What 
the wave of Hispanic immigrants is in fact doing is reversing the 
process that occurred in the first half of the 19th century by which 
Americans of British and other North European descent, by means 
partly of conquest and partly of demographic migration assisted by a 
then vigorous birthrate, acquired possession of lands previously 
Hispanic. The many Spanish names — of states, counties and towns 
— that survive there to this day are a reminder of that history. 

Perhaps the most stirring episode in this saga was the Battle of the 

Alamo in 1836, where a tiny number of North Americans fought to 
the death against over 6,000 Mexicans at a former Spanish mission 
in San Antonio, now part of Texas (but for how long?). 

But America today is not the America of those frontier days. 
Rotted by liberalism and a spirit of surrender, modern American 
Civic leaders show no will whatever to defend their land and their 
people as did their ancestors at the Alamo. The eventual dismember- 
ment of the United States may well be their legacy. But do they 
care? Winning elections is much more important! 

We in Britain should not view these developments with smug 
detachment, for something similar could eventually happen here. 

In Britain we are stuck with politicians just like Bush and Clinton 
— only their names are Blair and Hague. They too are preoccupied 
only with the political advantage of the moment rather than the future 
of their country and the destiny of their people. They too are care- 
fully drawing up election strategies shaped by the need to woo this 
minority and that. They too think they can comfortably ignore the 
wishes of their core supporters among the indigenous population as 
they chase the favour of well-organised and vociferous ethnic and 
sexual pressure groups, which because they have the ‘liberal’ media 
on their side enjoy a power and influence out of all proportion to 
their numbers — not that the latter are not growing fast. 

The distribution of immigrant groups over the United Kingdom ; 
does not make it likely that large segments of the country will secede 
and form new states defined by the ethnicity of Black or Asian 
population groups. 

But what could very well happen — and is starting to happen — is 
that certain urban enclaves, while being nominally part of the UK 
and subject to its laws, are becoming to all intents and purposes alien 
territory, where British culture and customs are being squeezed out 
and where laws, though they may still exist on paper, are not being 
effectively enforced where ‘the local community’ is averse to them. 

So when we look at what is happening in the (dis)United States, 
we are catching a glimpse of our own future. As in America, we 
have a government seemingly intent on destroying what country we 
have. We’d better do something about — before it’s too late! 
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‘DEATH BY PROPAGANDA 


THE DISASTROUS APATHY that still controls 
many people has a number of different causes, 
but probably the most important is the influence 
of the broad-casting media, since politically 
incorrect views are beginning to appear in main- 
stream newspapers and other publications. 

While direct involvement by the intelligence 
services in BBC or ITN news and current aff-airs 
programmes is rare, it is true that the whole ethos 
of both bodies is establishment-driven: they deal 
essentially in subtle misinformation. The ease with 
which Daphne Park moved from a top intelligence 
position to become a BBC governor is interesting in 
this regard. In such an atmosphere, an aspiring 
television journalist soon learns the limits of 
enquiry, and that progression in his or her career 
directly depends on obedience to the sacred canons 
of liberalism. 

In the first place, the media encourage a view of 
politics that is essentially childish. In this view, 
what are all-important are personalities and cheap 
point-scoring — hardly surprising when we consider 
that those active in media and politics as they are at 
present form an intertwined, incestuous crew. Real 
policy differences are almost non-existent, so that 
TV confines itself to discussing the personal min- 
utiae of parliamentary midgets unfit to run a whelk 
stall, let alone a country. 

The Rover debacle involving Stephen Byers was 
only to be expected — yet another example of a 
politician manifestly out of his depth. I have some 
personal knowledge of the law faculty that Byers 
attended. To me, virtually all the students there 
seemed to resemble amateur actors who occasion- 
ally troubled to ‘cram’ a heavy tome just before 
exam time. Is this a proper training for someone 
who is going to run a modern industrial policy? 
While there is much cry for the ‘training’ of shop 
assistants and receptionists, we are never permitted 
to discuss the need for technically competent polit- 
icians! 


SUPPRESSION OF REAL NEWS 


Additionally and most importantly, television 
news, without most people noticing it, suppresses 
those items which don’t fit into the liberal, one- 
world agenda. Homosexuals, for instance, are a 
favoured group, so anything which reflects 
adversely on that ‘community’ vanishes down the 
memory hole. Over the past few months there have 
been several gruesome homosexual murders of 
young men, but media coverage has downplayed or 
even ignored these vicious crimes. A dismembered 
body in Ayrshire, or a schoolboy battered and 
drowned in a Devon canal, elicits an embarrassed 
silence. Strangely enough, a peaceful march in 
Dover by the so-called “extreme right’ rates far 
more media attention, and indignation from people 
like Anna Ford, than do such dastardly deeds. 
Indeed it is the poor bloody male heterosexual who 
is invariably demonised as an inveterate rapist and 
wife-beater, as in programmes such as Panorama. 
Little mention is made of the fact that men are 
_ equally likely to fall victim to domestic violence and 
that their injuries can often be more severe. It’s a 
strange old world — no mistake! 

Contrariwise, anything that could remotely be 
classified as a ‘racial incident’ is singled out tp be 
‘worked up’ and propagandised over at leangth. A 
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recent example is the case of an alleged attack on a 
mixed-race youth in Oxfordshire, which received 
banner headlines before a tiny piece appeared on 
Ceefax noting that the incident had in fact never 
happened. 


anything, white people are less prone to harbour 
feelings of hatred towards other races than is the 
case in reverse. 

The constant message of white culpability for 
hatred and violence that is hammered home by the 


The mass media, says IAN BUCKLEY, are leading 
the drive to national and racial self-extinction 


Deplorable though such attacks are when they 
really do occur, it is a blatant fiction — indeed a 
‘racist’ fiction — that only Whites are capable of 
them. Any open-minded survey would swiftly prove 
that antagonism and violence are endemic where 
different racial groups are thrown together: if 


claim: 
Chris 
Barton 


Race attack 
on teenager 
was made up 


AN ALLEGED racist attack on a 
teenager never happened, police 
said yesterday. : 

Earlier this week Chris Barton, 17, 
was pictured with a burned face 
and arms and said four white 
thugs sprayed him with petrol 
before setting him on fire in 

the village of Berinsfield, 
Oxfordshire. 

A spokesman for Thames Valley 
Police said: ‘Following an 
allegation of a racial attack, 
detectives have carried out a full 
and detailed investigation. 

‘They are now of the opinion that 
the attack never occurred.’ 

A 41-year-old man, a 37-year-old 
man and a 17-year-old youth were 
arrested yesterday on suspicion of 
committing criminal deception and 
are being questioned. 


THE TRUTH COMES OUT 
This report in the London Memo shows that the 
‘race attack’ involving mixed-race boy Chris 
Barton was all a figment of his imagination. This 
correction was given much less prominence in the 
media than the original reports of the ‘attack’. 


media amounts to little more than a clumsy but very 
effective ‘guilt club’ used to beat white people into 
submission. 


PROPHECY OF DOOM 


Edward Luttwak, of the Centre for Strategic and 
International Studies, has said: ‘“Demographically, 
the West is dying. Where there is growth it is from 
non-western immigration.’”’ Nothing could be 
clearer than that. Two wars, economic depressions 
and the suicidal liberal delusions of feminism and 
‘population control’ have reduced us to this pretty 
pass. Like the Roman senator, we look through the 
torn curtains and contemplate the horror beyond. 
Nearly eighty years ago, D.H. Lawrence comm- 
ented to Cynthia Asquith, wife of the former Prime 
Minister, that: ‘““We are — have been for five 
centuries — the growing tip. Now we’re going to 
fall... Between Lloyd George and Rufus Isaacs, 
etc., we are done. You asked me a year ago who 
won the war — we’ve all lost it.’’ But Lawrence, 
though a brilliant man — an ‘intellectual’, was a 
type who easily gave way to despair. His prophecy 
of the end of European Civilisation can still be 
averted, even though time for us to act to do so is 
running out. 

Bogus humanitarianism and do-nothing liberalism 
have caused more suffering than all the tyrants of 
history — real or imagined — put together. Is it 
Iraq and Serbia that imprison a greater proportion 
of their populations than anywhere else on earth? 
No, it’s the USA and Britain! 

Incidentally, some wry comment on the way 
governments regard their citizens was provided by 
the recent news that Iraqis can buy firearms over 
the counter in hardware stores — a situation that 
hasn’t existed in this country since before 1920. 

Words such as ‘tyranny’ and ‘dictatorship’ are 
banded about by the BBC, but the obscuring fog of 
media deception prevents us seeing that Britain is, 
in fact, an electoral dictatorship. As long as the 
people are beguiled into voting for the old parties, 
how much freedom do they really possess? The 
freedom to choose between the Tweedledum and 
Tweedledee controlled by big money. The freedom 
to nestle at the bottom of every European league 
table of well-being, as we are overcome by crime, 
drugs, family breakdown and suicide — before 
becoming an oppressed underclass in our own land. 

If we are ever to regain real freedom, one of the 
first steps we must take is to break free from the 
hypnotic distorting mirror of the mass media. 


And the other side of this belated 
freedom — it is permitted to everyone to 
say what he pleases, but the press is free to 
take notice of what he says or not. 

Oswald Spengler (Decline of the West) 


@NEWS FROM THE NET@ 5.1. 


Another one bites the dust 


A pop singer quite large on the left-wing scene has 
recently decided to do his bit for Race and Nation by 
promptly dying of a heroin overdose. Matty Blagg, 
the lead singer with the bands Complete Comatose 
and The Buggerers was a popular favourite with 
various lefty groups such as ANAL and AFA. He 
liked to be known as “a hard man of socialism” (his 
stickers showed a left-wing homosexual skinhead 
smashing a Celtic Cross). His demise has come as 
another major blow to an increasingly demoralised 
left-wing music scene. 


One worlders under attack again 


Anti-globalists who staged the massive WTO pro- 
tests in Seattle, USA, last year are gearing them- 


testors trying to storm the conference hall with wooden poles 
the size of battering rams. Clinton has maintained that he 
will continue to pursue free trade policies, as have presiden- 
tial candidates Bush and Gore. 


Restaurant racists The Times 15/03/00 


Police in Gloucester have begun a crackdown on racial abuse 
in ethnic restaurants by going undercover to make sure din- 
ers keep unpalatable opinions to themselves. Operation Nap- 
kin (no, ’'m not making it up) began with four plain-clothes 
officers eating in pairs in Indian and Chinese restaurants lis- 
tening out for ‘racist’ language. Two people so far have been 
arrested. Chief inspector of Gloucestershire police, Dean 
Walker, has stated that “the police will be taking a more pro- 
active stance rather than waiting for people to report inci- 
dents; we want to encourage the reporting of racial crimes.” 


Comment: Perhaps we should encourage white people not to 
go into ethnic restaurants; that way the police will be happy. 


It is also a little known fact that it was white British men who 
invented curry in the first place, not Indians. 


Fancy a holiday? 


Well if you do, don’t go to South Africa. According to the 
South African Institute of Race Relations, based in Johan- 
nesburg, four million people (The population of SA is about 
46 million) presently have the HIV virus, with 100,000 people 


j a year dying of full blown AIDS. The number of deaths is ex- 


selves up for more of the same when world financial 
leaders meet in Washington D.C. in April. More 
than sixty organisations ranging from the ideological 
left (making themselves useful for a change) to la- 
bour unions, students, Greens, Conservatives, Chris- 


tian fundamentalists, supporters of Pat Buchanan 
and patriots of the hard right will be joining together 
to make “a strong stand against corporate globalisa- 
tion.” 


Last year (Jan 29th 1999) Bill Clinton spoke to over 
a thousand of 
the world’s fi- 

nancial elite in 
Davos, Switzer- 
y land. As he was 
. 4m) doing so, the 
Swiss army in 
. full battle gear, 
Re backed by 
se heavily armed 
me riot police 
~ *'. fought to hold 


pected to rise to 500,000 in five years’ time, creating more 


My than a million orphans. By 2005, six million people will be 


HIV- positive in South Africa. Four million of these (over 
18%) will be of the working population. 


Daily Telegraph. 17/01/00 
Don’t forget, 


1,212,923 rapes a year (one every 27 seconds. The worst rape 
statistics in the world. On average, one in two SA women will 
be raped at least once in their lifetime) 


Only two in every thirteen murderers are ever jailed. 
Only one in every eleven rapists are ever jailed. 
Only one in every 53 car hi-jackers are ever jailed. 
1,500 babies per day are born HIV- infected. 
Newsnight. BBC2 16/09/99 

In 1998 there were 26,000 murders. 


Due to white flight, there are now more South African doc- 
tors practising in California than in South Africa. 


Sunday Telegraph. 04/07/99 


More than 1,000 police have been killed in South Africa since 
1994. 


off thousands of Comment: Liberals, wish you were here. 


seething pro- 


Page 19 


More PC nuttiness 


Police Constable Austin Reid 
spotted Carl Lamptey waiting 
outside a restaurant where he 
worked in Prestbury, Cheshire, 
a prosperous and over-whelm- 
ingly white area. The PC was 
checking a report of a suspect, 
said to be black, looking at a 
Porsche. As Mr. Lamptey was 
also black, the constable app- 
roached him and said: ‘‘We 
don’t get many people like you 
around here.’’ No different, 
really, from saying: ‘‘You’re 
not local, are you?’’ to some- 
one with an out-of-area accent. 

But Mr. Lamptey reported 
the PC, and his complaint was 
upheld. Now PC Reid is being 
sent on a race refresher 
training course. 

We wonder what the expense 
of this is to the taxpayer — and 
how many hours the PC could 
otherwise have spent tackling 
real crime in the area? 


i 


Triumphant: Carl Lamptey 


Readers may remember the occasion last year 
when The Mirror, perhaps the very worst among 
the moronic end of the press world, published a 
front-page headline, photo and story attempting to 
link the British National Party with the activities 
of the so-called ‘Brixton Bomber’, David Cope- 
land. 

Well, the Mirror was at it again last month. 
Following the breaking of the story of delegates at 
a Labour Party conference dismissing Britain’s 
old folk as Tories and ‘racists’ whose votes were 
not worth bothering about (See page four of this 
issue), the paper printed a cartoon on April 18th 
showing an old lady walloping two skinheads with 
her handbag, with the caption: ‘‘Well that’s 
cleared that up... old folk are not racist!’’ One of 
the skinheads has ‘British National Party’ emblaz- 
oned across the front of his tee-shirt and a swas- 
tika tatooo on his right arm, while the other 
wears the same symbol on the left shoulder of his 
tee-shirt. Three leaflets saying ‘BNP’ are strewn 
over the ground, two of them bearing swastikas. 

The BNP does not, of course, use the swastika 
symbol, but what does truth matter to a paper 
like the Mirror? 

It is to be hoped that the party will take this 
matter up with the Press Council. In the mean- 
time, we ought at least to derive some lesson from 
it. The BNP, not just for the last few months but 
for several years now, has been at pains to avoid 


As promised, the Spearhead website is 
now up and running. This is not the site as 
finally planned, but an interim one to be 
going on with. Please advise your friends to 
tap in to www.spearhead-uk.com and find 
out what we have to say. 

This site has been made possible through 


News from the Asylum 


LABOUR and LibDem councillors in Haver- 
ing, Essex, have voted to ban the flying of 
the Union Jack from above the town hall. 
They say that the flag is ‘racist’ and 
excludes members of the ethnic minorities. 


* * * 


THE University of Staffordshire in Stoke-on- 
Trent is offering a degree course in what it 
calls ‘Beckhamology’. The course will be 
devoted to a study of the footballer David 
Beckham, with attention given not only to his 
play on the field for Manchester United and 
England but also to his love life and tastes in 


clothes and music. 
* * * 


THE latest hand-out from the National Lottery 
is a gift of £9,000 to the ‘gay rights’ group 
Stonewall. In confirming the hand-out, one of 
the biggest ever, the Lottery Charities Board 
said that it will fund a campaign promoting 


YOUTH and Community worker Rosie 


Herefordshire. 


Qureshi has been appointed to the new post 
of Race Equality Development Officer for 


THE MIRROR UP TO ITS OLD TRICKS AGAIN! 


“WELL, THAT’S CLEARED THAT UP . .. OLD 
FOLK ARE NOT RACIST!” 


Lies, lies, lies: the offending cartoon 


bad public imagery. But whatever it does it can 
expect this kind of smear. The question is: can 
such smears be prevented? 

The answer is yes, but there is only one way to 
do it: the party must buy The Mirror. Billionaire 
backers, please come forward! 


SPEARHEAD NOW ON THE INTERNET! 


the help of a colleague. In the meantime, we 
have now purchased the new computer hard- 
ware and software necessary to the setting 
up of our permanent site later. What now has 
to be done is the gaining of the know-how 
needed to operate the site competently. This 
will be a priority during the next few weeks. 


housing queue under plans announced last 
month by John Prescott. 

The Deputy Prime Minister is to order local 
councils to give former convicts preferential 
treatment because experts estimate they may 
make up 40 per cent of the homeless popu- 
lation. 


Why is this necessary in such a part of the gitge 


country that is almost wholly white? Said 


ethnic minority groups living in the 


many Herefordshire residents will go to 
other multi-cultural cities (sic) to gain 
educational and work experiences.”’ 


* * * 


receive complimentary tickets to Millwall 


Blackpool last month. 


equality for homosexuals and lesbians through oe es 


workshops, conferences and publications. 


* * * 
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Rosie: ‘‘Since Herefordshire is such a rural 
county and with a very small percentage of 


community, race issues often go unnoticed. 
Race is still an important issue though, as 


MEANWHILE, Kosovan asylum-seekers are to 


football matches. Around 25 young men were 
given free tickets for Millwall’s match against 


_ EX-PRISONERS who have just been released 
from jail will be allowed to jump the council 


ASHFORD borough council, in Kent, closed 
an old people’s home called Millbank last 
year, saying they couldn’t afford its upkeep. 
Recently they have opened it again as back- 
up for asylum-seekers. On top of this, they 
say that the local council tax is going to have 
to go up to pay for it. 


* * * 


A CHILDREN’S advice centre run by an edu- 
cational charity is planning to advertise a ‘gay 
sex’ helpline for pupils as young as ten in 
schools and youth centres. 

The helpline is operated by Base 25, a Wol- 
verhampton charity set up in 1998 and funded 
by local authority grants. Its literature says 
that its aims are to ‘‘assist and educate young 
people in order that they grow up to full matur- 
ity as individuals and members of society.”’ 


British National Party candidates will be 
standing in many parts of Britain in the 
local government elections due to be held 
on the 4th May. Although these elections 
are concerned with local affairs, there is a 
powerful national focus on the scandal of 
the asylum-seekers flooding into Britain, 
and all the parties are well aware that this is 
going to influence the vote. Hence the des- 
perate attempt of the Tories to steal a march 
on the others by making a few appropriate 
noises on the subject (see our coverage on 
page two of this issue). 

The BNP, being the only party making a 
really firm and genuine stand on this issue, 
stands every chance of polling well — 
provided that its activists work hard in their 
areas in the run-up to polling day. 


London 


The most important area where the BNP 
is concerned will be London, where the 
party will be contesting both the mayoral 
election and the PR elections to the Greater 
London Authority. 

As reported last month, the party’s 
candidate for Mayor of London will be its 
press officer Michael Newland. It has been 
noticeable that there has been an attempted 
media blackout of Mr. Newland’s cam- 
paign. He will, nevertheless, have the right 
as a candidate to have himself and his 
manifesto publicised in the election booklet 
that will be circulated to all voters — a new 
procedure advantageous to the BNP because 
the same booklet will contain details of all 
candidates, thus making pointless the 
practice familiar in the past of left-wing 
postal workers deliberately refusing to 
deliver BNP election addresses. 

In addition, the BNP will be standing six 
candidates on the PR list in elections to the 
GLA. They are: Dave Hill, Peter Hart, 
Ken Francis, Michael Davidson, Paul 
Ferguson and Frank Walsh. 


Elsewhere in the country, the BNP will 
be standing in the following areas:- 


Hertfordshire 


Broxbourne (Cheshunt Central): John 
Cope; Broxbourne (Cheshunt North): Ray 
Johns. 


West Midlands 


Birmingham (Kings Norton): Jeff 
Astbury; Dudley (Castle & Priory): Simon 
Darby; Sandwell (Tipton Green): Steve 
Edwards; Cannock (Western Springs): Neil 
Phillips. Stoke-on-Trent (Fenton): Steven 


BNP makes vitally important bid in local government elections this month 


NOW'S THE TIME! 


- IN WITH A CHANCE 
Steve Edwards (pictured here with his wife Sharron) is BNP candidate for Tipton 
Green Ward of Sandwell Borough. Last year, Steve polled 17.2 per cent of the poll 
in the same ward. With voters now knowing he is in with a chance, his result could 
be even better — in fact it is not inconceivable that he could get the seat. 


Lockett. 


Yorkshire 
Leeds (Morley South): Mark Dodd. 


Batkin; Hereford (Bromyard): John Hay- 
cock and T. Paton. 


North West England 
Burnley (Fulledge West): Simon 


Bennett; Burnley (Gawthorpe): John Ken- 
yon; Calderdale (Todmorden): Christian 
Jackson; Oldham (Hollinwood): William 


North East England 
Sunderland (Thorny Close): N.K.; Sunder- 
land (Hendon): N.K. 


PO Box 44, 
Bexleyheath, 
Kent, DA7 
6ZS 
Telephone: 
07979 417 
677 


id I\\g 


Identity 


Identity is the newly launched official magazine of the 
British National Party. With 28 glossy pages and full- 
colour cover and on some inside pages as well, plus 
articles on a wide range of topics, Identity is a 
showcase for modern nationalism and a ‘must’ for 
dedicated activists and curious sympathisers alike. 


Issue number two includes: BNP news, Party Chairman Nick Griffin on the dangers of English 
nationalism, website reviews, Michael Newland on the history of free-speech, economics, 
history, bookreviews, and a feature on the BNP’s new leadership team, and much, much more. 


The cover price of Identity is £1.95, but all readers of Spearhead can obtain their sample 
copies for a specially reduced post-inclusive price of just £2.00. Please make cheques or 
Postal Orders payable to ‘Identity’, and send to PO Box 44, Bexleyheath, Kent, DA7 6ZS. 
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The Editor 
‘Spearhead ' 
c/o PO Box 117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW | 


SIR: | am able to corroborate your report 
last month on the pansifying of Britain’s 
armed forces. 

A relative of mine has a stepson, who on 
joining the army was so cocky one could 
have been forgiven for thinking that he was 
set to become the next Commandant- 
General of the Royal Marines. 

Six weeks ago | was very reliably 
informed that, having deserted after a short 
while, this young man had been earning 
over £400 a week cash in hand by moon- 
lighting in the black economy. Only after he 
had decided to go legitimate after more than 
a year in order to claim back tax did the 
authorities catch up with him. 

The military police arrived at his home 
and said that, since he was so co-operative, 
he was not under arrest. No redcap escort 
or guard house for him! Instead, all he 
needed to do was collect an air ticket from 
his local army camp and fly over to Ulster 
for a cosy chat with his commanding 
officer. 

On meeting the CO, the deserter claimed 
that he had absconded due to ‘bullying’, 
whereupon the CO told him that he was 
free to return home on full pay and that all 
his back pay from the time of his desertion 
would be forwarded on to him while the 
matter of his disappearance was being 
investigated — in spite of the fact that he 
had been earning a tidy sum in the black 
economy meanwhile! 

What message does this send out to all 
the army’s other squaddies? And one 
wonders what the Iron Duke would have 
made of such politically correct nonsense? 
MALVERN TIPPING 
Halesworth, Suffolk 


SIR: Spearhead is a real morale-booster. 
Having witnessed Africa’s colonial past, 
together with that of South Africa, my wife 
and | have enjoyed moments of sanity when 
reading your publication — a sanity which 
contrasts with the insane surroundings in 
which we now find ourselves in this 
country. We greatly admire what you have 
achieved and hope that you are able to 
continue your excellent work for many 
years yet. 

NAME & ADDRESS SUPPLIED 

South Africa 


SIR: | do so agree with the article a few 
issues back about what is being done to 
women. A recent advert caught my eye, 
reinforcing the perception that women are 
constantly being pressured to be men (and. 
men to be women?). | had also been 
watching a news item about women 
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working in the frozen food factories of 
Humberside. The women seemed to be 
doing everything, including driving the fork- 
lift trucks, in very chilly temperatures. | 
realise that fishermen’s womenfolk have 
never had an easy life, but | could not help 
feel that in that area of high unemployment 
there was some exploiting going on. 

But then in World War Il women had to 
drive overhead cranes in the steel mills of 
South Yorkshire and man the munitions 
factories. The miners, God bless ‘em, kept 
them from going down the mines, but there 
were very few occupations in which they 
did not find themselves. Now we have got 
women rugby players, boxers and wrestlers, 
which | find revolting. 

| recently spent a weekend in Paris — my 
first. | was struck with how masculine 
French society is compared with British: the 
television announcers and presenters still 
seemed to be predominantly male; advert- 
isements for train drivers featured males — 
unlike our own, which always have to 
portray both sexes. The police on the 
streets seem to be mostly male, unlike our 
feminised force, which sends women on riot 
duty. 

M.J. BLAND 
Sheffield 


SIR: After all these years, the murder of 
black teenager Stephen Lawrence still 
makes headline news. | trust that similar 
publicity, years ahead, will be given to the 
vicious killing of white grammar school pupil 
Jonathan Coles by a black-led gang — 
though | somehow doubt it! 

J. DUNSTER-ASHMAN (Mrs.) 

Bristol 


SIR: Police have recently arrested three 
young men in connection with the murder 
of Stephen Lawrence. It has been reported 
that none of the three had any connections 
with the famous ‘Eltham Five’, previously 
alleged to have done the deed. 

For years, those young white men have 
been vilified by the media. The editor of the 
Daily Mail came right out and accused them 
of killing Lawrence, safe in the knowledge 
that they are white working-class folk and 
could never find the cash to sue him in a 
court of law for libel. 

If it turns out that the three latest men to 
be arrested are guilty of the murder, what 
will happen to the Daji/y Mail editor? Will his 
employers fire him? Will he be prosecuted 
for criminal libel? Will the paper make an 
apology for defaming the ‘Eltham Five’? 
HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


SIR: There was a Dover resident on Radio 
Four’s Today programme this morning who 
said he suffers from insomnia and frequently 
looks out of his window during the night. 
Twice he has seen lorries unloading illegal 
immigrants, and on another occasion he 
Saw a group that had obviously just been 
unloaded. If he can see this from one 
window, how much more is going on in the 
rest of Dover? 

M.F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


Letters 


SIR: Back in the 1960s, when Rhodesia (as 
it was then called) was putting up a gallant 
defence in upholding the rule of law, pre- 
serving the standards of civilisation and 
maintaining its economic stability, the forces 
of darkness, led by the treacherous pack of 
British politicians, were even then doing 
their best to ruin that country. 

Then there were enormous benefits 
accruing to all who lived in Rhodesia, of 
which at the time | was one. There were 
the best hospitals in Africa, caring for white 
and black alike. There was an excess of 
food — so much so that during the last 
years of the war, when Rhodesia was 
surrounded by enemies, she was still able to 
export several million tons of cereals 
without which even the so-called ‘front line’ 
states would have succumbed to the chaos 
rife throughout most of Africa. 

Rhodesia was then thrown to the wolves, 
and successive British governments partic- 
ipated in this abomination. When Mugabe 
came over here during the Thatcher period, 
the ‘Iron Lady’ even danced with him! Since 
then he has been given lavish state 
receptions iin this country. 

It used to be said of Rhodesia during the 
time under review that one should visit 
Rhodesia to view the ruins of Zimbabwe — 
before it was too late and one could only 
visit Zimbabwe to view the ruins of 
Rhodesia! We used to laugh when this old 
joke was told but little did we know that 
such a nightmare would come true. 

The Labour and Tory parties are equally 
guilty for what is now happening. They 
gave the terrorists public support and 
denounced their white brethren at every 
opportunity. They have arrested and tried 
so-called ‘war criminals’ for far less. 

T.D. FOSTER 
Edgware, Middlesex 


SIR: Last month the media gave prominence 
to an appalling incident which took place in 
Luton, Bedfordshire, in which a mob 
attacked two young policewomen while a 
crowd stood by and did nothing to come to 
the latter’s help. 

The media, however, were strangely coy 
about the identities of the members of the 
mob and the spectators. A clue was given, 
however, in The Mail on Sunday of the 9th 
April, when in article by Peter Dobbie the 
writer, quoting from a police letter in a local 
newspaper, said:- 

“Police reinforcements arriving to help the 

battered policewomen found their way 

barred by a seven-deep ring of spectators 

and a ‘gauntlet of snide comments from 

the passive observers’. He added that the 

mob were ‘very much with’ the group of 

youths who were attacking the women.” 


We are used to hearing of people 
standing passively by when other people are 
being attacked, but this is something 
entirely new. Is it the habit of British natives 
to jeer like this when women are being 
beaten up in a public place? Low though my 
estimate of many contemporary Brits is, | 
seriously doubt it. So who were the mob? 
R.M. LACEY 
Dunstable, Beds. 


Except where otherwise stated, the items 
listed below should be ordered from PO Box 
287, Waltham Cross, Herts. EN8 8ZU 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


For a Britain Strong and Free 
Attractive pamphlet in full colour prepared espec- 
ially to deal with enquiries from the 1999 Euro 


Election and now serving as the main intro- 
ductory publication for the BNP. £7.26 post-free. 


Britain Reborn 

British National Party Manifesto for the 1997 
General Election. In 64 large pages, it examines 
all the problems facing Britain today, and sets out 
the BNP policies which will meet the challenges 
ahead. £3.55 post-free. 


Freedom for Britain and the British 

The British National Party’s Manifesto for the 
1999 Euro Election. 24 pages long, it covers all 
the key areas in which EU membership is under- 
mining Britain’s traditional freedoms. £2.00 post- 
free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Booklet outlining the British National Party case 
against the EC and in particular against the Maas- 
tricht Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in 
collaboration with party headquarters. 60p post- 
free. 

The Enemy Within 

Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of 
mass brainwashing. The booklet comprises the 
text of an official complaint by the party to the 
Broadcasting Complaints Commission. 44p post- 
free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This handbook is a comprehensive instruction 
course in all the essential techniques needed in 
promoting and building the British National Party 
at local branch level, starting from scratch when 
the activist is entirely alone. This booklet is a 
mine of information that all activists, old and 
new, will find valuable in the quest to make their 
activities more efficient ard effective. It is a 
‘must' for everyone who wants to be more than 
just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook is 
illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £2.00 post-free. 
Spreading the Word 

A handbook on propaganda designed to supple- 
ment the Activists' Handbook. Illustrated, 
Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for 
Elections; (4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) 
Speaking from the platform and presentation of 
Party meetings. Special attention is also given to 
dealing with enemy smears -- valuable for this 
alone. £2.00 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


The Full Monty: Exposes Tony Blair's unbel- 
ievable recommendation that skilled men thrown 
out of work by New Labour’s Tory globalist 
economic policies should retrain as strippers! 
Even more arrogant than Norman Tebbitt's 
infamous ‘On your bike’ comment, this dis- 


PUBLICITY MATERIAL 


gusting suggestion has given the BNP a leaflet 
which can be used to devastating effect in 
Labour’s old industrial heartlands. 

Do you think? Hard-hitting leaflet dealing with 
the flood of bogus refugees and Kosovar Muslim 
asylum-seekers now bringing social services in 
many parts of the country to the point of 
collapse. 

Conservative? Not any more! Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters and activists, and partic- 
ularly useful in the constituencies of Tory MPs 
who attack the BNP. Exposes the liberalism and 
perversion which riddles the Conservatives. 
Stop the building! Calls for a halt to the planned 
destruction of the green belt by up to five million 
new houses. Exposes immigration as the main 
motor of the threat to our countryside. 

The leaflets above are all two-coloured, 
double-sided and cost £8 per 1,000, with 
postage charges of £5.95 for 1,000 and £6.45 
for 2,000. 

Other publicity items in stock are the 
headline-grabbing A4 anti-paedophile leaflet Stop 
Labour's attack on the welfare state, Defend 
British Fishermen, and British Countrymen, the 
BNP newsletter produced especially for country 
people. Call 07774 454893 for details. 
Regular leafleting is the key to increased recruit- 
ment. These are first class propaganda weapons. 
Use them to build the British Resistance! 


BNP VIDEO RECORDINGS 


Rally November '97: Video of the second BNP 
rally of the year. Excellent regional reports, plus 
stirring speeches from Richard Edmonds, Nick 
Griffin and John Tyndall. 


Rally January ‘97: Video of the postponed 1996 
BNP Annual Rally, held in London on January 
25th 1997. Speeches by Dr. Donald Stevens, 
Nick Griffin, Richard Edmonds, John Tyndall and 
overseas guest José Ramos. 

Rally ‘95: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
in London on November 11th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Thomas Andersson, Michael Newland, 
William Pierce and John Tyndall. 


Videos of Rallies '95-'97 cost £15.92 each post- 
free. 


Rally ‘94: Video of the BNP Annual Rally, staged 
near London on November 5th 1994. Speeches 
by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and 
John Tyndall. £73.02 post-free. 


Build the BNP — read and sell... 
The Voice of Freedom 


The monthly newspaper of the British 
National Party is packed with news and facts 
the controlled media don’t want you to know 
about. Its subjects range from anti-white 
racism to the destruction of Britain’s econ- 
omic and political independence. Every issue 
brings you shocking reports of events hushed 
up by the mainstream news media. 

But it’s not just a matter of knocking the 
other parties. TVOF also sets out inplain, 
simple language how the BNP would deal 
with the problems facing Britain. 

The Voice of Freedom is tabloid-size and 
has 12 pages, with plenty of illustrations. 

Don’t miss a single issue. Order now! 


Send three first-class stamps for sample 
copy and subscription details and write 


to: PO Box 1032, Ilford, Essex IG1 
IDY. 


Dr. 


THE KEY TO GROWTH 


While it is personal contact which makes 
most enquirers commit themselves to the 
BNP, the best way to find those enquirers in 
the first place, and to generate local press 
interest, is through regular leafleting. All BNP 
units, and even isolated members, should aim 
for a leaflet drop at least once a week. 


East London council elections ‘Vote BNP’ video. 
Includes the uncut General Election broadcas t.77 
minutes of ground-breaking publicity material. 
£6.50 incl. p&p. 


BNP AUDIO TAPES 


BEST-SELLING TAPE! Two recorded talks by 
John Tyndall: The BNP: a movement for the new 
century. An exposition of the main BNP policies; 
Time for action! A summons to the lazy and the 
apathetic to stir themselves and get involved! 
£6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White 
Race patriots. The Truth at Last is not a BNP 
publication but the topics are most enlightening, 
covered as they are with total freedom of speech 
and frankness. Send £5 note for trial 6-month 
subscription to The Truth at Last, PO Box 1211, 
Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


FREE SPEECH 

Written transcripts of the regular radio broadcats 
made by Dr. William L. Pierce of the American 
National Alliance. Of interest to white people all 
over the world. Appears monthly. Send US$5.00 
for sample copy. Subscription rates to the UK 
supplied on request. Please send US currency 
only. Write to PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 
24946, U.S.A. 


British National Party lapel badges: These are 
temporarily out of stock. The party is re-ordering, 
pand they should be available very soon. Watch 
this page for further information. 
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FREEDOM BOOKS (Phone 0700 900 2665) 


P.O. BOX 59, MOLD, FLINTS. CH7 5ZA 


AGRICOLA AND GERMANIA (Tacitus). £6.99. 
The great Roman historian describes our Celtic 
and German ancestors in about 100 AD. Two 
books in one volume. This ed. 1970, 175pp. 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and rviews on various 
aspects of the collapse of modern civilisation. 
1981, 375pp. 


.. AND THE TRUTH SHALL SET YOU FREE 
(David Icke) £13.50. A very individual and 
controversial study of the global financial and 
political é/ite. 1995, 474pp. 


ANGLO-SAXONS, THE (Ed. Campbell) £15.00. A 
handsome, well-illustrated book covering the 
history of England and the culture of its people 
from the 4th to 11th centuries. With leftist 
teachers and curriculum advisers doing all they 
can to undermine knowledge of, and pride in, our 
ancestors among the younger generation, it is 
important that nationalists get books like this into 
the hands of their growing children. 1982 (rep. 
1991), 272pp. 


APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving) £15.00. An updated 
version of the 1963 account of this real ‘war 
crime’ — the allied terror bombing of an 
undefended city, packed with refugees fleeing 
from rape and murder at the hands of the brutal 
Red Army. 1995, xiv, 315pp. 


ARTHUR’S BRITAIN (Leslie Alcock) £9.99. 
Convincing picture of life between the 4th and 
7th centuries, when Celtic Britain was abandoned 
by the Roman Legions to the Picts, Scots and 
Anglo-Saxons. 1971 (rep. 1989), 437pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. 
A study of the origin of certain financial practices 
and their effects on the events of ancient history, 
written in the light of the present day. 1975, 
250pp. 


BEGINNINGS OF ENGLISH HISTORY, THE 
(Dorothy Whitelock) £6.99. Describes Anglo- 
Saxon culture and organisation and relations with 
the Celts between the leaving of the Romans and 
the coming of the Normans. 1952 (this ed. 
1991), 256pp. 


BELL CURVE, THE (Richard J. Herrnstein & 
Charles Murray) £25.00. This important book, 
which has aroused enormous controversy in the 
USA, deals with differences in_ intellectual 
capacity among people and groups. The ways in 
which these could be accounted for by environ- 
mental influences are examined, and accorded 
the remarkably small amount of weight they 
deserve. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BLAIR’S BRITAIN (Hal Colebatch) £7.95. The 
threat posed by the present cultural establish- 
ment, supported by the Labour Government, to 
our national identity. Highly recommended. 
1999, 158pp. 


BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25. A strong plea for British independence 
from the EC bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 
24pp. 

BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. Sub- 
titled ‘A history of four nations’, this is an outline 
of British history by an academic historian 
stressing the role of the non-English parts of the 
British Isles. 1989, 324pp. 


CALL IT CONSIRACY (Larry Abraham) £14.00. 
Shows how socialism is a product of the 
wealthy, and how money manipulation has 
disastrous consequences. 1985, xvii, 325pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) 
£5.00. A welcome reissue of this sensational 
novel about the destruction of the white race by 
Asian immigrant invasion. Once on sale in 


ordinary bookshops, but now only available from. 


the 
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The prices given in this list do not include 
postal charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to send for books should first 
enquire. The minimum postage for UK orders is 
5Op. 

Payment should be made in sterling only and 
should be enclosed with all orders. All cheques 
or postal orders should be made out to ‘Freedom 
Books’ only, and should not be included in 
remittances sent to associated bodies for other 
items. Orders are likely to be dealt with more 
quickly is ‘Freedom Books’ is marked on the 
envelope. Please send all orders to our mail 
order address, which is:- 


Freedom Books 
PO Box 59 
Mold 
Flints. CH7 5ZA 


New titles are marked with stars * 

Please note this fact, which is of great impor- 
tance: the books sold through Freedom Books are 
written by many different authors holding a 
number of different political viewpoints, very few 
of them being in any way connected with 
Freedom Books’ parent, the British National 
Party. The party’s mail order book service 
distributes these books because it is felt that they 
fill important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and international 
issues. This does not mean that all the content of 
the books should be taken as representative of the 
policies of the party, The party reserves the right 
to differ with some of the authors over some 
parts of their writings. 


the nationalist ‘underground’. One of the great 
works of fiction of the second half of the 20th 
century. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and 
individuals seeking to suppress the historian 
David Irving’s freedom to travel and commun- 
icate and of the smear campaign against him. 
The book relates especially to Mr. Irving’s efforts 
to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTIC MYTHS AND LEGENDS (D.W. Rolleston) 
£1.99. The myths and founders of Britain. First 
published early this century, rep. 1994, 457pp. 
CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent 
history that have not found their way into text- 


Family, Kin and City-State: 


the Racial Underpinning of Ancient Greece and Rome 


Numa Denis Fustel de Coulanges 


and J. Jamieson 


books or newspapers. 1974, 48pp. 


CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John Charm- 
ley) £20.00. A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship of 1940-57, showing the disastrous 
conequences of Churchill’s faith in US friend- 
ship. 1995, xv, 427pp. 


CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War 
Il leader and the conflict in which he was at the 
centre. 1987, 591pp. 


CHURCHILL, THE END OF GLORY ((John Charm- 
ley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in its raising of 
awkward questions concerning Churchill as a 
national leader, though the author is more 
moderate in his treatment of his subject than.is 
Irving. 1993, 742pp. 


COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. Vitally important book which 
shows how liberalism and lack of political realism 
brought about Britain’s 20th century decline in 
the political, industrial and military fields. A 
classic work by a mainstream historian, more 
relevant by the year! 643pp. 


COME CLEAN, MR. GABLE (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. Shows how Gerry Gable of Searchlight 
magazine exploits the story of the Stephen 
Lawrence murder but has used exactly the same 
sort of violent hoodlums as those who committed 
it. 1998, seven pp (A4). 


CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo P. 
Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country. 1966, 76pp. 


CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£17.75. A best seller in nationalist circles ever 
since its publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile 
relations since biblical times, packed with little 
known and long suppressed facts. 1979, 580pp. 


CRIMES AND MERCIES (James Bacque) £8.99. 
The shocking treatment of German civilians under 
the allied occupation, 1945-50. The hidden story 
of the biggest ‘ethnic cleansing’ in European 
history. 288pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. Important work on the _ international 
money power and its threat to the freedom of 
nations. The author was a distinguished RAF 
officer and active nationalist. 1992, 72pp. 


DISCRIMINATE OR BE DAMNED! (John Fairbanks 
Kerr) £8.25. An Australian author describes how 
anti-discrimination legislation in Australia, the UK 
and the US has resulted in absurdities and 
injustices. 1995, vii, 126pp. 

DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted 
worldwide attention, dealing as it does with 
racial problems in America (and not just simply 
between Blacks and Whites). A comprehensive 
introduction to the subject very relevant to 
Britain. 1981, 613pp. 


ELEVENTH HOUR, THE (John Tyndall) Hardback 
£25.00; paperback £17.50. Comprehensive 
statement of the case for modern British 
Nationalism. A partly autobiographical account of 
the author’s origins, first political stirrings and 
subsequent work in building up the British Nat- 
ional Party. A ‘must’ for all BNP supporters. The 
book was first published in 1988; this is an 
updated edition published in 1998. 537pp. 


FAMILY, KIN AND CITY STATE (N.D.F. de 
Coulanges) £6.50. Shows how racial integrity 
was the foundation of the greatness of Ancient 
Greece and Rome, and how they declined when 
multi-racialism was allowed a foot in the door. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as ’’... the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of 
the Second World War... the definitive revisionist 


work on the subject.’’ 1989, 732pp. 


FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Bainbridge & Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain’s membership of the 
European Union. 1992, 69pp. 


GLOBAL TYRANNY, STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the United Nations is being 
developed as an omnipotent global government, 
suppressing national identities and freedoms. 
1992, xvii, 350pp. 

GREAT BETRAYAL, THE (Patrick Buchanan) 
£15.00. How American sovereignty and social 
justice are being sacrificed to the gods of the 
global economy. A powerful plea for national 
freedom and social justice with great relevance to 
the UK. 1998, 376pp. 


HATE COMES TO TOWN«x (Alexander Baron) 
£1.50. The lies and poison of the Searchlight 
‘Educational’ Trust, documented, exposed and 
deconstructed. 1999, 25pp (A4). 


HEREDITY AND HUMANITY (Roger Pearson) 
£9.65. Covers race, eugenics and modern 
science. A scholariy but eminently readable 
criticism of egalitarianism by the holder of a PhD 
in Anthropology. 1996, 162pp. 


HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. A well-known advocate of 
monetary reform deals also with secret politics, 
media censorship and the movement towards a 
‘New World Order’. 1993, 233pp. 


HOLLYWOOD PARTY (Kenneth Billingsley) 
£16.99. The story of the attempted communist 
takeover of Hollywood in the 1930s and 1940s. 
The truth about the ‘blacklist’ and the HUAC 
hearings. A ‘must’ for students of media lies. 
1998, 365pp. 


IDEOLOGY OF OBSESSION (David Baker) 
£35.00. Study of the life and thought of A.K. 
Chesterton, one of the major figures in British 
Nationalism from the 1930s to the 1970s. 
Though not supportive, generally fair. 1996, xiii, 
250pp. 


IMPERIUM (Ulick Varange) £15.00. One of the 
most important nationalist philosophical books of 
the post-war period. The author (real name 
Francis Parker Yockey) rejects Marx, Freud and 
other ‘culture-distorters’ and demolishes the 
whole liberal world outlook. Originally published 
1948, 625pp. 


JEWISH HISTORY, JEWISH RELIGION (lIsrael 
Shahak) £11.99. An absolutely vital book by a 
brave Israeli professor at Jerusalem University. A 
real eye-opener on Zionism. Paperback. 


KILLING OF THE COUNTRYSIDE, THE (Graham 
Harvey) £7.99. A former farming journalist 
describes the havoc wrought by subsidised ‘agri- 
business’ on the environment of rural Britain, on 
the taxpayers and on the rapidly shrinking 
number of independent farmers. A truly shocking 
and important book. Paperback. 


LAST SECRET, THE (Nicholas Bethell) £7.99. 
The disgraceful story of how the anti-communist 
Cossacks were forcibly handed over by the 
western allies for slaughter by the Soviets 
between 1944 and 1947. 


LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) 
£7.95. A witty and factual examination of 
current attitudes and intellectual fashions that are 
threatening our future. 1980, 246pp. 


MARCO POLO REPORT (institute of Historical 
Review) £13.00. The extraordinary story of how 
international pressure groups compelled a popular 
Japanese magazine to close down after it had 
published a revisionist article. 1995, 30pp (A4). 


MAN AND TECHNICS (Oswald Spengler) £3.95. 
Sub-titled ‘A Contribution to a Philosophy of 
Life’, this book argues that the world is governed 
by natural forces in man and nature, rather than 
by genteel political and religious creeds. c. 1930, 
rep. 1992. 73pp. 

MANY SHADES OF BLACK (John Bean) £8.00. 
Political autobiography of one of Britain’s leading 
nationalists of the 1950s and 1960s. The writer 
describes the major developments in the patriotic 
movement in those times, together with his own 


MANY SHADES A look 


OF at the 
BLACK 


nation- 


assessment of the issues over which it was 
sometimes divided. 252pp. 


MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 


NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A. Ramsay) £8.00. 
An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up to the Second World War. First 
published 1952. 128pp. 


NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial 
tensions in a number of areas, showing that they 
are based not on hate or bigotry but on natural 
universal laws. 1993, 145pp. 


NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that 
seeks to dragoon mankind into a global police 
state. 1972, 288pp. 


ONE WORLD, READY OR NOT? (William Greider) 
£9.99. Subtitled ‘The Manic Logic of Global 
Capitalism’, this book demonstrates the threat 
posed by the global economy to the economies 
and societies of individual nations by currency 
transfers and the shifting of production to low- 
wage countries. A demolition of fashionable 
economic dogma by a mainstream author. 1997, 
582pp. 


PHILOSOPHY OF NATIONALISM, THE (C.C. 
Josey) £10.00. Eminent scholar argues that civil- 
isation is based on ethnically homogeneous 
nations. 1923, rep. 1983, 227pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of 
political power and the elements which have 
wielded it in the 20th century. 1982, 101pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in 
reply to an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with 
facts and cogent argument. 1979, 20pp (A4). 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race 
issue has been suppressed by interested parties. 
1967 (rep. 1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that 
has been an invaluable contribution to the debate 
for many years. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RACES OF BRITAIN, THE (John Beddoe) £17.00. 
A reprint of a scholarly work on the Celts, Anglo- 
Saxons, Vikings and Normans, with information 
on related peoples of Europe. 1885 (rep. 1983), 
vi, 273pp. 


RACE PROBLEMS AND HUMAN PROGRESS 
(W.C. George) £4.00. Shows how the racial egal- 
itarian dogma is flawed, despite the influential 
forces promoting it. 1967, 80pp. 


REVOLUTION FROM THE MIDDLE (Dr. Samuel 
Francis) £6.50. Series of incisive essays arguing 
that white patriots should adopt insurgent, rather 
than conservative, strategies to defend their 
culture and values. Although written for 


Americans, this book contains many invaluable 
lessons, for British nationalists too. 1997, 
250pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE (Bernard Connolly) 
£17.50. A former official of the European Comm- 
ission exposes the lies and deceit involved in the 
establishment of the ERM and the dangers 
involved in European monetary union and 
European federalism. 1995, xviii, 427pp. 
STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an 
Austrian professor of philosophy, showing how 
Stalin incited the war hoping to seize Western 
Europe in the ensuing chaos. 1987, 152pp. 
STANDARDBEARERS. £6.00. Subtitled British 
Roots of the New Right. a collection of essays on 
20 political and cultural heroes for British nation- 
alists. 1999, 176pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Brian N. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Socia/ 
Creditor dealing with political and economic 
threats to Britain’s survival. 1971, viii, 124pp. 
THE GRIP OF DEATH (Michael Rowbottom) 
£15.00. Fine study of modern money, debt slav- 
ery and destructive economics. 1998, 337pp. 
THERE IS AN ALTERNATIVE (Brian Burkitt and 
others) £4.50. A cost-benefit analysis of British 


_ membership of the EU and a listing of the alter- 


natives to membership. 1996, 111pp. 


THEY WERE WHITE AND THEY WERE SLAVES 
(Michael A. Hoffman Il) £8.50. Shows the true 
history of slavery, which demonstrates — con- 
trary to current propaganda — that not only 
Blacks were the victims of the trade. 


THIS AGE OF CONFLICT (Ivor Benson) £3.20. An 
exposure of the illegitimate power structures that 
exist in today’s world. A glimpse ‘behind the 
scenes’ of international politics. 1987, 61pp. 


TO RESTRAIN THE RED HORSE: THE URGENT 
NEED FOR RADICAL ECONOMIC REFORM (Alan 
D. Armstrong) £11.95. A businessman discusses 
the origins of our money system, its social and 
ecological consequences and proposals for its 
reform. 1996, 137pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. Enig- 
matic businessman defends the concept of the 
nation-state and points out the perils of global 
free trade, particularly with the Far East. 1994, 
216pp. 


TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson 
and Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and 
detailed exposure of the illegal and unconstit- 
utional action of the Tory Government in signing 
the Maastricht Treaty. 1994, 123pp. 


TRUTH OUT OF AFRICA, THE (Ivor Benson) 
£4.40. Describes the effects of the ‘Wind of 
Change’ in Africa and the agencies responsible 
for the plight of that continent today. 3rd ed. 
1995, xv, 92pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed 
The Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 
1982, 113pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK REVOL- 
UTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The links 
between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT (Fred- 
erick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel prize- 
winner in chemistry. points the way to a 
satisfactory and beneficial financial system. A 
long-established classic. 1926, rep. 1983, 
320pp. 


WAR AND THE BREED (David Jordan) £8.00. 
Fine reprinting of a remarkably far-seeing book, 
first published in 1915, which argued that the 
war then raging would do incalculable damage to 
the genetic make-up of Britain and Europe. 
Disturbing but fascinating. Hardback, 1981, 
127»p. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred Lilienthal) 
£19.00. Sensational and courageous exposé of 
Zionist power politics by a non-Zionist Jew. 
1982, 904pp. 
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Tyndall portrait for s 


ale 
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“|BNP councillor! 


THE BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY gained another seat on local government last month 
when John Haycock became a member of the Bromyard & Winslow council in Hereford- 


nomination papers. Not quite the same as 
Millwall but still very welcome! 


to action, in the WILL to get things done, in the 
ion to achieve... what others only talk about.” 


Some British National Party supporters 
have got together to produce and market a 
framed portrait of the party’s founder and 
Spearhead editor John Tyndall (shown 
above). Mr. Tyndall himself neither init- 
iated nor has taken any part in this project, 
much though he appreciates the gesture. 
Copies of the portrait are signed by him 
personally and also by the artist, Anthony 
Payne. 

The price per copy is £40.00 (post-free) 
UK only. Please make cheques or POs out 
to ‘Save Our Sterling’, and send orders to 
PO Box 56, Bexleyheath, Kent DA7 6ZQ. 
In accordance with Mr. Tyndall’s wishes, 
all profits will go to the BNP. 


™~ 


The BNP’s new councillor: John Haycock 
(above) has taken a seat on Bromyard & 
Winslow town council in Herefordshire by 
default — fewer candidates put in nomin- 
ation papers than there were seats! His 
taking his place on the council is none- 
theless most welcome. 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the 
rates for bulk-buyers. 


ENCLOSED -SUBSCRICTIONNOF; j sas... caer .ack. avades cltiets ante. wid goad. oa 
Py LTE PTE TIE PUNE EPRI eeNe sot sincoceks seteceseresevoutetcqusuue et tneueanrhslysh are ) 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles: £22.501) Overseas surface mail: £24.600) Unsealed air mail Europe: 
£25.660 Unsealed air mail Middle East, Africa, N & S America: £32.3000 Unsealed 
air mail Australasia, Far East: £33.900 


PLEASE NOTE: These overseas rates apply if remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £4.50 is required in the 
case of cheques and money orders and £2.50 in the case of banknotes, these paying 
for banker's commission and charges. 


-Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


--10-19 copies: £1.10 each; 20-49 copies: £1.00 each; 50-99 copies: 83p each; 100- 
199 conies: 69p each; 200-499 copies: 60p each; 500 copies or over: 55p each (For 
advice on postal rates please contact our office). 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. Please do not include a payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 
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shire. The seat fell to the BNP by default: 18 candidates were available but only 16 put in 


Young BNP 


The BNP’s youth wing, Young BNP is 
now up and running. Its broadsheet, 
Excalibur, is now available on subscrip- 
tion! Basic rate for UK residents is £5, 
all overseas £8. Send subs to: 


PO Box 44, Bexleyheath, Kent DA7 
6ZS. 


All young readers of Spearhead, who 
are already members of the party, are 
urged to join the Young BNP by send- 
ing their details to the same address. 

By joining, you will receive a monthly 
members’ bulletin. 

www. bnp.org.uk 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has been described as the 
‘Bible’ of the British National Party. First published 
in 1988, the new (1998) edition has been updated to 
take in the many new developments on the political 
scene occuring since. The book gives compre- 
hensive coverage of all the major current issues 
affecting Britain. It delves into the ideologies of 
liberalism, conservatism and the left, and also 
examines that of British Nationalism and_ its 
background. It contains extensive analyses of the 
British economy and political system. It looks at 
issues connected with freedom and order, the mass 
media, the environment, race and immigration, 
Northern Ireland, the Commonwealth, foreign 
policy and defence. It also gives a detailed outline 
of the development of the BNP and its predecessor 
organisations in Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages, it is partly 
autobiographical, giving an account of the author’s 
origins, early political awakening and subsequent 


' life’s work. 


Price: Hardback £25.00 plus £3.90 p&p; paper- 
back £17.50 plus £3.05 p&p. Please send cheques 
to Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book you 
must read if = 
you want to 
find out what 
John Tyndall 
and the BNP 
stand for. 


Rally ‘98 video 
now available! 


Video recording of the 
British National Party Annual Rally . 
November 29th 1998 


Hear:- 

NICK GRIFFIN 
DAVID BRUCE 
RICHARD EDIMONDS 
JOHN TYNDALL 
& OTHERS 


Spearhead Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


At last! The long-awaited video film of 
the British National Party’s 1998 Annual 
Rally is now available. The film was made 
with TV-quality Betacam equipment. After a 
decision by the BNP not to put it on the 
market, Spearhead took over the distribution 
and is now offering it for sale. 

The rally was possibly the best in the 
BNP’s history. It took place at a smart 
venue in the West Midlands after successful 
attempts had been made by political oppo- 
nents, including the Board of Deputies of 
British Jews, to get previous bookings of 
venues cancelled. 

As usual, the film features reports by 
regional and departmental representatives. It 
then goes on to the main items on the 
agenda, which are the speeches by Nick 
Griffin (then Publicity Director), Richard 
Edmonds (then National Organiser) and John 
Tyndall (then party leader). An especially 
touching feature is the hugely effective 
collecton appeal by Dave Bruce, which 


raised an amazing £12,000 for the all-impor- 


tant Euro Election Fund. Less than a month 
afterwards, Dave was no longer with us, 
having been tragically taken away by an 
unexpected heart attack. 

See and hear these speakers at this 
Stirring event as if you were there! 

The video is titled Rally ‘98 and is 
available at £15.92 post-free. To 
encourage BNP local units to buy it for 
resale at their meetings, we are offering 
a 33% per cent discount for all orders 
for three or over. Order from Spearhead 
Recordings, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Cheques or POs should be 
made out to Spearhead. 


Action in E. Midlands & Fenland 


MARCH 25th saw a carefully co-ordinated 
day of action involving BNP activists 
.throughout the East Midlands and East 
Anglia. Prior to the day, 35,000 leaflets had 
been dispatched from HQ in a two-day 
period, but a further 10,000 were needed 
soon afterwards. 

On the 25th, activists from Nottingham, 
Leicester, Grantham, Cambridgeshire and 
East Herts. worked in torrential rain for 
much of the day, thus proving to the public 
their determination to ‘spread the word’! 

In Retford, an intrepid Nottingham team 
raised the Union Flag and were joined by 
army cadets to sell Voice of Freedom and 
distribute ‘Asylum-seeker’ leaflets to a very 
supportive local population. Thanks to the 
team, including Calvin, Mark, Dave, Paul, 
Adam, Tim and all the lads from the cadets 
for turning out in such bad weather! 

Meanwhile in North Leicestershire, Voice 
of Freedom and leaflets were distributed en 
masse by teams from Leicester and Gran- 
tham. Leaflet subjects ranged from ‘Do you 
think...’ to ‘St. Dunstans’ and the excellent 
locally produced ‘Pensioner’ leaflets, which 
are proving to be very effective. 

Operating on the Lincolnshire-Cam- 
bridgeshire boundary, activists from North 

_and South Cambs. were joined by an eager 


orters so that we may remain solvent. 


appreciated. Thanks. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the 
purpose of ensuring our magazine’s continued survival in new circum- 
stances in which it is going to be facing reduced sales throughout the 
branch network of the British National Party due to the decision of the 
party leadership to launch a new and separate magazine. 

Members of Friends of Spearhead will be asked to pay a subscription 
of a minimum of £10 a month, in return for which they may, if they 
wish, receive five copies of each monthly issue for redistribution (by 
whatever means they prefer). This subscription may be paid by ordinary 
cheque or monthly banker’s order, in which case details of our bank and 
account number will be supplied on request. 

In addition, Friends of Spearhead will be undertaking certain other 
promotions, details of which will be advertised as they occur. 

We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the 
UK but around the world, will rallly to help us in this new project. 

Friends of Spearhead can be contacted by posting to our usual 
address: PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our supp- 


Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, itis impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle the magazine. 
Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead, c/o PO Box 117, Welling, Kent 
DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations of less 
than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an SAE would be much 


East Herts. member visiting relatives in the 
area. Leaflets were delivered to homes and 
businesses over a large section of the 
region, and many BNP cards were also 
distributed. En-route, one of the teams 
received a tip-off about a particular area 
where BNP literature would be welcomed. 
This was acted upon just four days later, 
when Fenland members leafleted the recom- 
mended area, on the Cambridgeshire-North- 
amptonshire boundary. This has produced 
several positive enquiries. 

The March 25th day of action was the 
springboard for increased activity through- 
out the East Midlands and Anglia regions, 
leading to a re-ordering of leaflets as stocks 
again became depleted. Unit leaders from 
Norwich to Nottingham have called for a 
mass mobilisation of all existing and new 
activists to double their efforts and take full 
advantage of the current wave of patriotism 
which is aiding the BNP in a big way. PB. 


Listen to nationalist radio! 
Send large SAE for broadcast details to:- 
LIFE RUNE BOOKS, BCM Box 6089, 
London WC1N 3XX 

Internet: www.natvan.com & www. 
natall.com 
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In this 20th century England we seem 
to have grown away from the land; we 
have set our hearts on trade, and look 
to its profits for our luxury. But the land 


Is still the true mother of our race, 


which were it not for that same land 
would soon dwindle into littleness. 
RIDER HAGGARD « 


te 


British farming is in the midst of its 
worst crisis since the 1930s — due to a 
combination of EU regulations, cheap 
imports and government mismanage- 
ment. Farmers in their thousands are 
going out of business; some have been 
reduced to suicide. Farms which have 
been in the same family for a dozen 
generations are falling into ruin. 


To add insult to injury, the Govern- 
ment has now decided to phase out 
payments of pensions through post 
offices — to save a mere £400 million, 
presumably so that it can fritter away 


more money on the so-called “Third Britain’s country villages are a priceless part of its national heritage. 


World’. Because pensions account for The picture above shows Castle Combe, Wiltshire, in 1907 — one 
around 70 per cent of the business of the most beautiful of all. Village life is now under threat from a 
done in rural post offices, thousands of 99ve/ment of “townies’, none of whom gives a damn for the sur- 


vival of our ancient rural traditions. 
these face closure. ea ge a atypical 4 00 


Additionally, the round of recent bank mergers means that around 3,000 rural bank branches 
will vanish in the near future. Public transport in the countryside is in a worse state than at any 
time since the 18th century. Few country people can afford to buy houses in their own villages; 
these are too often snapped up as second homes by media types, pop stars and footballers. 


Even 25 years ago, most villages had schools, pubs, shops and even some small factories. 


They were bustling places with numerous farm workers and tradesmen. Now the countryside is 
dying, its villages turning into bleak deserts with few amenities and still fewer opportunities. 


HELP US TO STOP THE RUIN 
SAVE OUR RURAL POST OFFICES 
SAVE OUR VILLAGES 
SAVE OUR COUNTRY! 


For more information on the 
British National Party, write 
and send 5Op to:- 


The Secretary 

PO Box 287 
Waltham Cross 
Herts. EN8 8ZU 
Tel. 07774 454893 


You can make a photocopy of this page or use a plain piece of 
paper if you don’t want to cut up your copy of Spearhead. 


Page 28 Printed & published by Albion Press, PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


